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Mr. BAGBY said the Senator was correct in re- | 
rd to what he hed Wid, except this: that the words | 
unjust and unholy were applied to this war long || 
before he had entered into the discussion. i| 
Mr. SIMMONS supposed the Senator would 
admit that, if the war was unholy and unjust, he || 
ought not to vote for any measure that was intend- || 
ed to support such a war. He asked the Senator i] 
to recollect a very able and forcible speech which || 
he had delivered in the Senate when the annexa- | 
tion of Texas was proposed i a resolution, 

and to recollect that he had laid it down as the | 
clearest proposition imaginable that the annexation 
of Texas by joint resolution was unconstitutional. | 
The course which the Senator proposed to take on || 
that occasion, to avoid the dilemma of adopting \| 
an unconstitutional mode of acquiring territory, | 
was by making it an Executive instead of a Le- |! 
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these matters; for he was more desirous of secu- 
ring the safety of the army than he was of inquiring 
into the causes which led that army into its dan- 
gerous position. There could be no doubt, how- 


' ever, that the movement of the troops ordered by 


the President produced the collision which took 
lace between our army and the Mexican army. 
Fre believed the removing of the army wasa great 
mistake, to use no harsher term, on the part of the 
President, pending an attempt to renew negotia- 
tions with a proud and sensitive government, such 
as that of Mexico, writhing under what they sup- | 
posed the infliction of injuries on our part. It 
would have been more in accordance with the du- 
ties of the President to let the army remain upon 
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the agreeable task of patronizing its friends. It 


the frontier of Texas until he had consulted Con- | 


gress upon the subject. 
He next came to consider the objects of the war. 


was to them a smooth sea, but it was a deceitful 
one. It would hurry them to destruction before 
they were aware of it, 

But what were they to do with this territory 
after they had got it?) They were already drawn 
into a discussion as to what disposition was to be 
made of this territory, forgetting that it was not 
yet ourown. It reminded him of the sailor’s de- 
scription of the mode of cooking a dolphin: the 
first thing to be done was to catch the dolphin. 
The Senate had been already engaged in a discus- 
sion about the occupation of a territory which 
they did not own, and before the public sentiment 
had been consulted as to whether it should be 
owned by the United States. If the proposition 
were submitted to the people, he believed that 


| | ninety-nine in one hundred would reject it, believ- 
islative act. Annexation, however, took place by || We are in war, and he believed it to be his duty |) 
joint resolution; and he could not see how the Sen- || to aid the Government in prosecuting it success- 


ing as he did that if they obtained territory by 


\| way of conquest, it could only be done at the ex- 


° } . ° e | 
ator from Alabama, under such circumstances, || fully. But he was desirous to examine the objects 


could vote for any measure for carrying on the 


ar. 
: But he would not hold the President responsible | 


tice or the injustice of this war. He only asked 
the Senate to look to what the President himself | 
had said of the character of these proceedings, | 


of the war, and to state what they were with those 
who favored the President, and with those who 


pense of the national honor. The people desired 


| no territory which was not acquired by fair and 
‘| honorable means. 


thought as he did, and who mean to favor the || 
for the opinions of Senators in reference to the jus- || country, and not the President particularly. 


war was not commenced with a view to conquest; 
but as he understood the Senator from Arkansas 


The question of slavery had been connected 


'| with the proposition for acquiring territory; and, 
The President had repeatedly stated that the | 


which it had been insisted would eventually lead || the other day, this war was made with a view to | 


to war. 

It was not his purpose to use any harsh expres- 
sions in reference to the conduct of the Executive, 
but he must be permitted to say that the President 
had been in error in the course which he had pur- 
sued in regard to this business of marching the army 
to the Rio Grande, and that he had not been suffi- 
ciently explicit in his communications to Congress. 
He was constrained to say that, in looking over the 
documents which had been laid before Congress, 
there did not appear that degree of frankness which 
was necessary to enable them to determine what 
the President intended. A proposition was deba- 
ted last year for three months, and at the end of 
that time a Senator rose in his place and declared 
that there was no such thing in the message as that 
upon which the debate turned. This was very 
much the case at present. The subject to which he 
referred was the Oregon question, on which the 
Senator from Michigan would recollect making a 
speech, in which he contended’that the President, 
in his message, asserted our right to 54° 40’; but 
a Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. Haywood,] 
not now a member of this body, before the close 
of the debate, asserted that there was nothing about 
54° 40’ in that message, and so it turned out. 





acquire territory, and it was to be prosecuted to 
get indemnity. 
If it were a measure, then, taking the grounds 


|| tion or any other. 


| speaking with perfect freedom. 


| 
| 


in regard to this question, he had no hesitation in 
He believed he 
had never shown a disposition to invade the rights 
of any man in the United States upon this ques- 
He had his own notions about 


|| slavery, and they were such as were entertained 


| by the people he represented. 


Upon this subject 


on which the President had rested the causes of || he agreed fully in what was expressed by the Le- 
this war, and taking also the ground on which the || 
|| comprehended the true meaning of the Constitu- 
| tion and the motives which actuated the men who 
|| framed it, that the sentiments expressed in those 


Senator from Arkansas had placed this measure, 
as a means of obtaining indemnity for the expen- 
ses of the war, it was the most singular proposi- 
tion he had ever heard made to a deliberative as- 
sembly. It was a proposition to pay money to 
those from whom we expected to receive payment 
by way of indemnity. There was no other way 
of accounting for an appropriation like this than to 
suppose that some use was to be made of the mon- 
ey of an extraordinary character. If it were to be 
made use of for the purpose of inducing our ene- 
mies to make peace with us, he was entirely op- 

osed toit. He was as unwilling to take from 
Shexico a foot of her territory, by way of indem- 
nity for the expenses of this war, as he would be 
to authorize privateering. The proposition to pay 
money to those from whom we egspected payment 
was entirely irreconcilable with his ideas of what 
was right. If they were going to purchase terri- 
tory, they ought to do it openly and fairly; not 
appropriate money to buy a peace. The quarrel 


He had read this message several times, and he || ought to be settled as it might have been when it 


confessed he had been unable to find the statement 
which the Senator from Arkansas said it contain- 
ed, respecting the ordering of our troops to the 
Rio Grande. He found there something like a 
flourish of trumpets, and then a detail of injuries 
which the people of this country had sustained, 
after which the President goes on to say: 

‘Without the previous authority of Congress, the Execu- 
tive possessed no power to adopt or enforce adequate reme- 
dies tor the injuries we had suffered, or to do more than to 


be prepared to repel the threatened aggressions on the part 
of Mexico, After our army and navy had remained on the 


was begun. He was for holding those who com- 
menced this war of invasion responsible for the 
cost. This territory which it was proposed to ac- 
quire from Mexico, was not so exceedingly desira- 
ble, he thought. 
for room, as to make it a duty on the part of this 
Government to oust others of their possessions, in 


| all, to make it the duty of this Government to in- 
| cur heavy expenses for the purpose of obtaining 
territory. He feared they were laying the ground- 


frontier and coast of Mexico for many weeks, without any || work of a debt that would become ultimately greater 


hostile movement on her part, though her menaces were 
continued, I deemed it important to put an end, if possible, 
to this state of things. With this view, I causéd steps to be 
taken, in the month of September last, to ascertain distinct- 
jy, and in an authentic fori, what the designs of the Mexi- 
can Government were; whether it was their intention to 
declare war, or invade Texas, or whether they were dis- 
posed to adjust and settle, in an amicable manner, the pend- 
ing differences between the two countries.” 

The President thus shows that he had sent the 
army to the frontier of Mexico. And where was 
the army? In the valley of the Nueces, at Cor- 
ie Christi, the navy being sailing about the coast. 

t was evident from the reading of the President’s 


rd 
fexico. The marching of the troops, then, to the 
Rio Grande was clearly entering, accordi 
President’s own view, upon the territory of Mexi- 
co. He (Mr. S.) had voted for the bill recogni- 


sing the war without having had time to look into |) money and patronage. 


30 


a that on the ist of December, 1845, he re- || whelm them with embarrassment. Every \ 
the valley of the Nueces as the frontier of || however just, was always attended with disas- 
trous consequences, demoralizing the agp 
to the || destroying the industry and independence of the 

“Gendemen seemed to regard war very 


but Gepaneing 


than the debt of Great Britain. He was opposed 
to entering upon a quixotic expedition, which would 
lead to burdening the country with taxation, and 
that for the acquisition of territory that was not 
worth haying. 
They had just finished discharging the debt in- 
curred by the revolutionary war, and they were 
now getting up another, which it would take them 
as long to pay as they had been paying that. They 
talked about the prosperity of t t 
course now pursued was not calculated to increase 
that prosperity; on the contrary, it would over- 
Every war, 


ple. 
tly. They were doing nothing 
The Administration 


We were not so much pressed || : cor 
'| when this Constitution was adopted? 


| 


‘| and meaning of that instrument. 


gislature of his own State; and he believed, if he 


1} ° ¢ ° . . « 
|| resolutions were in strict accordance with the spirit 


The question of 


|| slavery was regarded by the framers of the Con- 
|| stitution in its political aspect in regard to its ef- 
|| fects upon society, and they had been actuated, in 
'| relation to that subject, by a proper regard for the 
|| condition of those States in which slavery was 


i] tolerated. 


The Senator from South Carolina 


|| seemed to regard the resolutions of the non-slave- 
'| holding States as embracing a policy that would 
|| be destructive of the interests of the slaveholdin 

| States; and, in speaking of the proviso to the bill 


| 


| 


| 
| 


| 


j 


| 


} 


i in the other House, the Senator asked emphati- 
| 


cally how they were to arrest this aggressive poli- 
cy upon the slaveholding States? Such languages 
sla- 


|| in regard to the resolutions of the State Legi 


tures, was calculated to arrest the attention of the 
country. He asked the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, and all other Senators interested in this great 
question, to say in what way the proposition con- 


|| tained in that proviso invaded any one of the pro- 
|| visions of the Constitution, or the spirit and intent 


of its authors? 
What was the condition of the United States 
Was there 


| a foot of territory within the jurisdiction of the 
order to enable us to obtain territory, and, least of || United States belonging to the States to which any 
'| slaveholder could carry his slaves and retain his 


|| property in them? This was a proposition which 


could not be controverted. What did Congress 
do in reference to the territories of the United 
States? There was an ordinance upon the statute 
book excluding slavery from those territories. 
Was he not correct in this? 
Mr. WEBSTER. Perfectly. 

‘' Mr. SIMMONS. But it appeared now to be 
considered by the Senator from South Carolina 
that to carry out such an intention would be a just 
cause for resistance on the part of the slaveholding 
States. He was utterly surprised when he saw in 


is country; the || the speech of the honorable Senator that he had 
| used the phrase “ aggressive policy” when 


speak- 





| 


ing of the resolutions of the State Legislatures. 


|| When the Constitution was formed, they staried 





with thirteen States—or rather fourteen, though 
they had the name of thirteen—eight free and six 
slave States, with the right to divide their territo- 
ries. The free States had then amejority. How 
was itnow? The free States had got up to the 
present number, in accordance with the original 
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avreement, 
threats of li ni 1, and s 
bad The Senator from South 
Carolina said that the free States always had had 
the majority and all the patronage. fnew stood 


the fact? He showed that the great share of pa- 


and by some process or other—by 
Cy 


+} 1. s* . 
Oo on—tohe siave slates 


So 
roof up to hiteecn. 


tronage had been in possession of the South. = If/ 


any had reason to complain on that score, it was 
the free States. How was it with regard to popu- 
lation? The population of the free States at the 
lagt census was 9,741,000—that of the slave States 
(leaving out the slaves) 4,818,000. Well, then, 
if the free States numbered thirty-three to the fifteen 
slave States, where was the disproportion? As to 
the talk about abolition, there could not be aboli- 
tion in Mexico, for there were no slaves there. In 
that part which the Senator from South Carolina 
proposed to take, there certainly was not. [Mr. 
BERRIEN, (in his seat:) Slavery in its worst 
form !] 

Mr. 8S. then proceeded to condemn the project 
of conquering territory. He was in favor of suc- 
coring the army: he would not stint them in their 
supplies. He would give men and money freely, 
but at the same time he held it to be the duty of 
the Legislature to speak plainly of the objects of 
the war, and that there should be no such objects 
as seemed to be indicated in the bill before them. 
He had intended to advert to the argument of the 
other Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Butcer,] 
with vegard to the terms on which the United 
States Government held the territories of the Uni- 
ted States. He said it was remarkable that the 
Senator [Mr. Carnoun] never used the word 
“nation.” He called it the union of the United 
States. At some length he commented on the 
positions of the Senator from South Carolina with 
regard to the Constitution of this Government, and 
contended that it was designed to be a national 
Government. It was nothing but the exalted in- 
tellect and high ability of those who adopted an- 
other construction of the Constitution which had 
redeemed it from utter contempt. No. The Con- 
stitution unfettered the energies of the States and 
made them free to advance in the great career of 
glory and prosperity. He thought that this whole 
discussion was premature. He believed that a 
majority in both Houses was opposed to this 
taking of territory by foree—men who had adopted 
the maxim, ** Keep thy finger from pilfering, and 
thy tongue from guile.” 

He would almost vote for the bill; but it did look 
somewhat equivocal, if not degrading. He did 
not like this idea of buying He did not want to 
degrade Mexico, and he knew of nothing more de- 
grading than to be bought up, unless it was to buy. 
He believed that, as a means of obtaining peace, it 
would be proper to detlare to Mexico that there 
was no intention of despoiling Mexico. But he 
feared there was not an impartial man in Christen- 
dom, or in the world, whether he put his hand to 
his mouth and invoked a god in the moon or sun, 
or who knelt before an unseen God, whose aspira- 
tions would not go up in behalf of the poor, weak, 
helpless nation with which we were at war. 
small calculating policy that counted out acres at a 
dollar and a quarter was unworthy of a great na- 
tion. 


acter of the United States, these domestic difficul- 


ties, these aspersions on the views and purposes | 


of brethren, would all be reconciled, and that all 
would end to the glory of the country, to be gain- 
ed only by a course of justice. 

Mr. SOULE then rose, and signified his inten- 


tion of addressing the Senate on the bill ander con- 
sideration: but vielded to 


Mr. CALHOUN, who said he desired to make | 
one or two remarks, in reply to some portions of | 


the speech of the honorable Senator from Rhode 


Island. I intend, said the honorable gentleman, | 
always to argue this question with calmness. It | 
is one not to be areued in a spirit of excitement. | 
The Senator from Rhode Island rests his ground | 


against the resolutions which I have offered, in the 
first place, on the fact that there was no territory 


belonging to the United States at the time of the | 


adoption of the Constitution which did not exclude 
slavery. Now, whether that be an argument of 
any force or not, I do not, in the first instance, in- 
tend to inquire; but what I do intend to say is, 
that the fact that there was no territory belonging 
to the United States at that time which did not ex- 
clude slavery, reads a lesson to us that we ought 
never to forget. How did the United States get 
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| Union. 


| us that the non-slaveholding States 


| Now, if there be anything tn the argument, [ 
| it to the candor of the Senator from Rhode Island, 


The || 


He trusted that, through the generous char- | 


of other States. 


i} $ ! ° 
possession of that magnificent territory between 


the Mississippi and the Ohio, now swarming with 
an intelligent and most numerous population? It 
was by the magnanimous cession of the old and 
leading southern State. It was she that ceded it 


to the Union, in the spirit of that generosity and | 
| patriotism which has ever characterized Virginia, | 
and, let me add, all the southern States of this | 
Now, how did it happen that Virginia | 
| and the other southern States came to be excluded 


from that territory? It was by an act of the old 

Congress, in which the Senator oe. properly told 

ad a majority. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Every one of the slavehold- 
ing States voted for it. 

Mr. CALHOUN. The non-slaveholding States 

had a majority, and that Congress passed a law 


| excluding slave-owners from the territory. Vir- 


ginia was thus deprived of all participation in that 
magnificent territory, without the slightest author- 


ity under the old Federal Constitution. It was a | 


palpable violation of that Constitution, and was so 
represented by Mr. Madison himselfin ** The Fed- 


eralist,”’ if I do not mistake; it is some time since | 


L looked into it. Now, here we havea warning. I 
trust that the South never will forget this lesson. 


I trust the South never will forget that an act of | 
unlimited generosity, almost without precedent, was | 
converted, through the force of a majority of the | 
non-slaveholding States in the old Congress, into a | 
monopoly of this territory, from which Virginia || 
herself was excluded, and all done without author- | 


ity of the articles of the old Confederation, and in 
violation of them. 


emn facts—of our fugitive slaves, and are thus made 


| the medium of depriving us of our slaves, directly || 


in violation of the Constitution, which says that 
all fugitive slaves may be reclaimed. 


/ companies have been formed in Ohio and other 
| States—in Illinois, Indiana 





Mr. HANNEGAN, (in his seat.) No, not in 


| Indiana. 


Mr. CALHOUN. I was in error, then; but 


| organized companies have been formed for the pur- 


pose of taking our slaves across the Ohio river; 
acknowledged, acting openly, and yet the Legisla- 
ture of Ohio refrains from any action on the subject. 


put 


and I put it to any Senator, if this does not read 
us a lesson which we ought long, long to remem- 
ber? A power so abused must be abused, ever will 
be abused, where there is no antagonism in the 
Constitution to @ounteract it. I do not care what 


| the form of government—the form is nothine—if 
| the government be despotic, or in the hands of one 
| man, or two men, or many men, without limitation 
| or resistance antagonizing with it, it belongs to the 
' human heart that the power will be abused; and, 


what is most extraordinary, those abusing it will 
not be conscious of the abuse. 

But is the mere fact that there was no territory at 
that time accessible to the population of the south- 


ern States a just ground of interpreting the Consti- 


tution, so that, if we should acquire territory of 
that description, our population could not have 
access to it? There is nothing in the argument. 
Well, the next argument presented by the Senator 
is this: at that time there was a certain proportion 
between the slaveholding States and the non-slave- 
holding. The latter had a majority in the old Con- 
gress; they had a majority when the Constitution 
was formed, and it is right that they should main- 
tain it. Well, sir, if we yielded then, have we not 
seen, in subsequent events, the violation of the old 
articles of Confederation, and is it not time that we 
should guard against that majority whenever we 
can find means to do so? But suppose this argu- 
ment of the Senator had any foundation whatever, 


| it is as good for us as it is for him. The dispro- 
portion which existed then ought never to be in- 


creased, and yet, in the resolutions offered by his 
State and other States, it is proposed that we 
should be excluded hereafter from the whole terri- 
tory of the United States, and that no other slave 


State should ever be admitted! 


Mr. SIMMONS. There is no such proposition 


_ in the resolutions of my State. 


Mr. CALHOUN,. Well, that is the proposition 
If we are to be excluded, what 


GLOBE. _ 


| that he has viewed all this 
| He has considered it in a sin 
_ ing it thus partially, his clear and strong intellec, 


| that we held! 
What has been the conse- || 
quence? There have grown up in that territory | 
| one, two, three, four, five States, from which we are 

| not only excluded, but they are made receptacles, 
| contrary to the Constitution—I am giving facts, sol- || 


| further true, that there was a large 


| Government. 
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will be the result? Instead of having this dis, 
portion of six to eight, we will have a dispro, 
tion of fourteen to twenty-eight. Double, we. 
cisely. That will be the end of it. And if yc, 
any portion of Mexico should fall under the aul. 
thority of the United States, and come to he ou, 
progerey te apply to it the same principle, where 

ask, would itend? Whatgias led the Senato; 
from Rhode Island into thes€ extraordinary cop. 
clusions? I have great ex for that Senator, | 
believe he intends fair. But let me say to hin, 
ypc one-sidedly, 
gie aspect, and, view. 


propor. 


has been brought to very erroneous conclusions 


| His error originates in the belief that this is a Na- 


tional Government—that we are a nation, that we 
are one people, and not a Union. And to prove 
that we are a nation, what documents does hp 
furnish? A single resolution by the State of New 
York calling a convention for the framing of the 
Constitution. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I quoted the language of the 
resolution simply for the purpose of showing the 
use of the word *‘ nation”’ at that time, which the 
Senator has so pertinaciously refused to employ, 
But it was not at all to sustain my general posi. 
tion. 

Mr. CALHOUN. Well, then, it was no argy- 
mentatall. All the rest was bare assertion; and 
yet he threw up his hands and expressed his 
amazement that any one should hold the doctrines 

I will take it up, however. It is 
true the State of New York said. so; and, what is 
arty in the 
United States, at that time, in favor of a National 
The three States which took the 
lead, were Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, and Vir- 
ginia. They were actively and strenuously in favor 
of a National Government; and the two leading 
spirits who led were Mr. Hamilton, of New York, 
ae the author of that preamble, and Mr, 

adison, of Virginia. In the early stages of the 
convention there was a majority in favor of a Na- 
tional Government, and who regarded a union as a 


| great absurdity. But in this stage there were but 


eleven States in the convention. Rhode Island 
never appeared there, and New Hampshire had 
not yet appeared with her delegates. In process 
of time New Hampshire came in—a very great 
addition to the Federal side, which now became 
predominant; and it is owing—I speak it in honor 
of New England and the northern States—it is 
owing mainly to the States of Connecticut and 
New Jersey that we have a Federal instead of a 
National Government—that we have the best Gov- 
ernment instead of the most despotic and intoler- 
able on the earth. Who were the men of these 
States to whom we are indebted for this admirable 
Government? I will name them. Their names 
ought to be engraven on brass and live forever. 
They were Mr. Ellsworth, Roger Sherman, ant 
Judge Patterson, of New Jersey. The other States 
farther South were blind. They did not see the 
future. But to the sagacity and coolness of these 
three men, aided by a few others, but not so prom- 
inent, we owe the present Constitution. 

So completely did the National party succumb, 
that during a large portion of the sittings of the 
convention, the word * National’’ was not named. 
‘* Federal,’’ the ** Union,”’ were the terms adopted. 
The National party was completely overwhelmed; 
and, what is still more remarkable, the very men 
who took the lead of that party, assumed the name 
of ** Federalist,’’ because that had become the 

pular name. Honest and great men they were; 
bat they Were disposed to make the most of the 
term, and under that name they recommended that 
Constitution to the adoption of the American peo- 
ple. Now, if the Senator’s eyes had been turned 
in this direction, he would not have been ignorant 
of all this; and, not being ignorant, he would not 
have made the extraordinary declaration he has 
made. But this is not all. The original Federalist 
party, not satisfied simply with that name, though 
in convention it had assumed it, and as it had been 
taken from them by the ‘* National” pony, now 
assumed the name of ‘ Republican,”’ and under 
that name, asserted and carried out in practice the 
doctrines which were inserted in our Constitution 
by the then Federal parey and achieved that great 
victory which brought Mr. Jefferson into power. 
That showed the deep sense of the le of that 
time that this should not be a National Govern- 
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ment—that they would not tolerate it—would never 
nave adopted it—and that their object was to have 


, Federal Government. So, if you look to the Con- | 
tution itself the same thing is manifest. There | 


sti Pa a 
are ample provisions to show that it is a Federal 


Government—a union of States, and nota National 


Government—a combination of nations, and not a | 
more brilliant and striking | 
conception, much more philosophical, and better | 


single nation—a fj 


calculated to carry out the great object. 
In the letter of General Washington, recom- 
mending the adoption of the Constitution, which he 


signed as President of the Convention, do we hear | 


, word of nation? Do we hear a syllable about a 


consolidated Government? Not one. It is to per- | 
petuate the Union. And what does “ Union’? | 


mean? We had union before. It was a mere 
jeague—no more—articles of confederation. It was 
to perpetuate the Union, not to destroy it. 

But the Senator used another argument. Iam 


not certain that I can recall its precise terms, as I | 


did not make a note of it. Butif I do not state 
it correctly, the Senator will have the goodness to 
correct me. He dwelt upon the mere change of 
the terms United States into States united. I did 
it to get rid of the geographical idea, because the 


term “United States” frequently means geographi- 


cally that part of the world which Providence has 
allotted to us; but that is not the meaning in the 


Constitution. In the first instance, in the pream- | 


ble of the Constitution, if my memory serves me, 
the States were enumerated one by one—‘* We, 
the “gs of New Hampshire,”’ and so forth—as 
in the Jeclaration of Independence. But after- 


wards, that form of phraseology was changed, and | 


why? Thatis important. It was changed on this 
account, and no other. The Constitution provided 


that if more States should assent thereto, (‘‘ratify- | 
ing this Constitution,”’ is the expression, I believe,) | 
it should be adopted; and hence the expression | 


was put in, “the people of the United States,” 


meaning the people of the States united. Out of | 
that mere change of language has originated all this | 


about a ** National’? Government. Sir, we are as 
devoted to this Union as any portion of the Ameri- 
can people. I use the phrase as meaning the peo- 
ple of the Union. But we see in nationality evils 
immeasurable to us. Admit us to be a nation, we 
see where we stand. Weare ina minority. We 
have peculiar institutions; we have peculiar pro- 


ductions; and we shall have to trust to the mere | 


numerical majority of the whole—the unsafest of 
all Governments—for protection. I would rather 
trast toa sovereign. I would rather trust to an 
aristocracy—any form of government, rather than 
to that. 
one, that the mere numerical majority have a right 
to govern—that this right is holden by a sort of 
divine right—that there is then no constitutional 
liberty. Itis Dorrism. Rhode Island has tasted 
of the fruit, or will taste of it, and the last man I 
should expect this doctrine from is a Senator from 
Rhode Island. It is bad enough when applied to 
a State, but when applied to the Union, it is ruin- 
ous. Now, Mr. President, all the doctrines that 
we have advanced have been the result of the full- 
est and most considerate examination. Our con- 
victions are as strong as are those of any Senator 
on his side. We are as good judges of our inter- 
ests as they are of theirs, and rather better than 


they can be of ours. There ought to be respectful | 
deference on both sides. The Senator attempted | 


to base an argument on the annexation of Texas, 
and the attempt discovered how far the mind may 
be diverted from sound conclusions by viewing the 
case in this partial mode. He asked where I, as 
a strict constructionist, can find any right to annex 
Texas? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I said that this movement 
began on the part of*this Government to prohibit 
the abolition of slavery in a foreign nation, and I 
—T to know the constitutional authority for 
that, 

Mr. CALHOUN. I intended so to state the 
position of the Senator. A “foreign nation,” 
then—that is, Texas. He asks, then, where I 
would find any authority in the Constitution for 
that measure?” The Senator must remember that 
the British Minister himself, (Lord Aberdeen,)— 
whom I greatly respect as a man and a statesman 
—had the candor to send us a communication to 


be read by the British Minister to the Secretary of | 


State, (whose office I then filled,) announcing that 
eir ot.ject was not only to see slavery abolished in 





hold, that wherever the idea is a fixed | 
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| Texas, but in the United States and throughout 
| the world. Now, I think nothing is clearer than 
this, that the United States are bound, under the 
highest sort of guarantee, to protect the States of 
;| the Union against domestic violence, be it what it 
may, and that, being thus bound, whenever it is 
within the sphere of their power, to prevent the 
causes leading to it. Now, we are supreme in the 
management of our foreign relations. But here is 
|| a thing likely to lead to insurrectionary movements 
in the States; and which, if they take place, this 
State of Rhode Island, and the other States, are 
under solemn obligations to suppress. Had we, 
then, not a right to say that such an object having 
been notoriously avowed, it was the duty of this 
Government to thwart the effort to accomplish it? 
Was not that especially our duty, when we had 
| the fullest knowledge, which I had obtained from 
the most authentic sources, that all this originated 
with the American delegates to the World’s Con- 
vention, as it was called—or the Fool’s Conven- 
tion, as it ought to be called—and that it was there 
declared that a distinguished member of the Amer- 
ican Congress had said, that if they wished to 
|| abolish slavery in America, now was the time, and 
|| Texas was the scene of the first operations? A 
committee was appointed to wait on Lord Aber- 
deen, which received a favorable response, and this 
communication was the result of that response. 
Now, I put it to the strong sense of the Senator 
| from Rhode Island, if we are bound to put down 


| insurrectionary movements ina neighboring State, | 


are you not bound to take measures against them 
| when it falls within our jurisdiction in the manage- 

ment of our foreign relations? Now, we have 
, deferred to the North. In many respects, we be- 
lieved them to be good judges of their own busi- 
ness. But we hold that they ought to pay a little 
more deference to us. We understand what we 
areabout. We know what is coming, and, know- 
ing that, we move here with no other purpose on 


from the greatest calamity—not insurrection, but 
something worse. I know the end of all this. If 
| the process go on, it is to expel in time the white 


| population from the southern States, and place || 


|| others there who are now under our control. I 
| see the consequences, sir, lying beyond, and which 


| the Senator from Rhode Island cannot see, because | 


| he has not viewed the subject in the proper light 
‘| or from the proper point. 


| 


shall know what is the sense of this body upon 
their constitutional rights. df we have none, tell 


fourteen States, whilst the others are to spread out 
and fill the continent, tell us so, and then we will 
do the best we can. We love and revere the Union. 


should be preserved. But the balance of power in 
these United States is in the slaveholdine States. 
They are the conservative power. Capital and 
labor are there united. The North is as much in- 


the latter can possibly be themselves. 


President, by a remark made by one of four young 


the wonderful phenomenon—for it is wonderful— 


| leading remark of mine, said that it was all owing 
to the southern States. Now, let me warn gentle- 
men that, whilst warring on us, they are warring 
| against themselves. And, let me say, I treat it as 





upon the defensive, and made no move at all, rise 
up to meet these various resolutions, and the pro- 
viso from the other House, and in a modest man- 


| 
| ner protest against these declarations of exclusion 
{ 





uttered against us, we should be accused of cre- 
ating excitement. We mean no excitement—will 
cause none. Let us alone, and we will be most 
quiet. But trample upon us, and will we not turn? 
Mr. SIMMONS said he did not know that he 
would have risen to reply at all, had it not been 
for the ignorance which had been imputed to him. 


lication of the expression. 


| 


God’s earth but to protect our portion of the Union | 


| _ I moved these resolutions from no party view, 
|| from no design to embarrass any side, but simply | 
that the southern States, whom [ represent in part, | 


us so. If we are to be sentenced to remain forever | 


It is the interest ofthe whole world that this Union | 


terested in upholding the slaveholding States as | 

I was very much struck, many years ago, Mr. | 
English gentlemen, who, in passing through this | 
city, spent several evenings with me. Lord Stan- | 


ly was one of them. We were conversing about | 


| which kept this Union together. Lord Stanly—_ 
|| I shall never forget it—without any suggestion or | 


hard, as unjust, that when we, who have stood | 


Mr. CALHOUN disclaimed any offensive ap- 
Mr. SIMMONS said he would refer the Senator 


A TT 


to the argument of Luther Martin, in which he en- 
deavored to dissuade Maryland from assenting to 
the Constitution, because the “ National’? party 
had prevailed in the Convention. He (Mr. 5S.) had 
read and studied the Constitution in order to under- 
stand it, and not to twist it into accordance with 
| pre-conceived notions. He had also studied the 
| debates and papers of that time, and could not see 
| how any impartial mind could refuse its assent to 
the fact that the National party did prevail in the 
Convention. As to abolition, and interference with 
the South, and all that, he had heard more of that 
within the last week than in the whole course of 
his life before. He really did believe that he had 
| once met with an Abolitionist in Rhode Island, or 
| rather one who was suspected of the heresy. [A 
'laugh.] The suspected individual was a parson, 
on whose ministrations he (Mr. 8.) occasionally 
_ attended, and indeed he was appointed a committee 
of one to inquire into the truth of the accusation 
| against the parson. However, when the accuser 
and accused were brought face to face, it turned 
| out that their opinions were very much alike, and 
| the abolitionism of the worthy parson was alla 
| mistake. [A laugh.] The North regarded slavery 
/ asa mere local affair at the South, and it was to be 
| left to the reflections of the people of the southern 
| States themselves. The honorable gentleman made 
| some additional remarks in reply to the position of 
' the Senator from-South Carolina, relative to the 
| anti-national character of the Government. 
The bill was then passed by informally. 
Mr. SEVIER gave notice that he should object 
| to all these personal explanations on this bill here- 
' after, and that he would ask for a vote upon the 
| bill on Wednesday. 
CIRCUIT COURT AT ALEXANDRIA. 
| On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, 
| the Senate proceeded, as in committee of the whole, 
| to the consideration of the bill supplemental to an 
act passed the 9th day of July, in the year 1846, 
entitled “An act to retrocede the county of Alex- 
andria, in the District of Columbia, to the State of 
Virginia.”’ 

No amendment having been offered, the bill was 
reported to the Senate, and was ordered to a third 
' reading, and was, by unanimous consent, read a 
| third time, and passed. 

DISTRIBUTION OF BOOKS. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution 
submitted by Mr. Cuatmers on the 18th instant, 
in relation to furnishing the members of the Senate 
with certain books. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message was received from the President of 
'| the United States, in answer to a resolution trans- 
| mitting such information in possession of the ex- 
‘| ecutive departments in relation to the importation 
| of foreign criminals and paupers as 18 consistent 

with the public interests to communicate; which 
| was ordered to be printed. 
On motion, the Senate adjourned. 





} 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, February 20, 1847. 


The Journal was partially read, when, on mo- 
| tion, its further reading was dispensed with. 


The SPEAKER announced, as the question first 
in order, the motion to lay on the table the bill for 
the relief of Jethro Wood; which motion was pend- 
'| ing when the House adjourned yesterday. 
|| Mr. DROMGOOLE, by leave, presented certain 
'| resolutions from the Legislature of the State of 
|| Virginia, in favor of a vigorous prosecution of the 
| war with Mexico. 


- The resolutions were laid on the table. 

|| Mr. THOMAS BUTLER KING asked leave 

|| to make a report from the Committee on Com- 

|| merce. Objected to. ; 

|| "The question was about being put on laying the 

Senate bill for the relief of Jethro Wood on the 
table; when 

Mr. ROOT stated that, as there was a motion to 
refer the bil! to the Committee on Agriculture, he 
would withdraw the motion to lay the bill on the 
table. 

Mr. W. W. CAMPBELL briefly stated the 
merits of the claim, and urged the propriety of im- 
mediate action. . 

Mr. SEAMAN said tiuat the Committee on Pa- 
tents was the appropriate committee to which this 
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Lill should be referred, and accordingly made that | 
motuon, . + 

Mr. ROOT spoke some time in opposition to the 
bill, and in reply to Mr. W. Ww. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. HENLEY replied to Mr. Root, briefly, 
and spoke of the claim as an honest and just one. 

Mr. ROOT made an explanation in reply to Mr. 
Hen ey. 

Mr. WOOD said he had no connexion whatever 
with this bill, any further than that their names 
were **Wood,.’’ Mr. W. spoke of the claim as a | 
just one, and hoped it oa go to the Committee | 
on Patents. 

Mr. MORRIS renewed the motion to lay the 
bill on the table. Disagreed to. 
‘The question was then put on referring the bill 
to the Committee on Patents, and decided in the , 

allirmative, 

Mr. ‘THOMAS SMITH, by leave, reported | 
from the Committee on Public Lands, to which it | 
was referred, the Senate bill entitled ‘An act to | 





compensate John M. Moore,” without amend- | 


ment. 
Mr. 8. asked that the bill be put upon its pass- 
age, ‘The bill was read. 


The SPEAKER said, as the bill involved an ap- | 
propriation of money, it required to be committed, | 


and was accordingly committed. 

Mr. S8., also, from the same committee, asked 

leave to make another report. Objected to. 
BILLS FROM THE SENATE. 

Bilis and joint resolutions of the Senate, of the | 
following titles, were taken up, read a first and 
second time, and referred to the appropriate com- 
mittees: 

An act for the relief of John Stockton, late a 
lieutenant in the army of the United States; 

Anact for the relief of William Marvin, in con- 
firming the title toa tract of land in Florida, grant- | 
ed by the Spanish Government to Bernardo Segui 
on the 10th of December, 1815; 

An act for the relief of the heirs and representa- | 
tives of the late Robert Sewall: 

An act for the relief of Wade Allen; 

An act to provide for the final settlement of the | 
accounts of Thomas C. Sheldon, late receiver of 
public moneys at Kalamazoo, Michigan; 

An act granting a pension to Bethia Healy, 
widow of George Healy, deceased; 

An act for the relief of Andrew Moore; 

An act for the relief of the heirs of Louis de la 
Houssaye, deceased; 

An act for the relief of Alfred White; 

An act for the relief of Robert M. Harrison; 

An act directing the Secretary of the Navy to 
purchase from Dr. James P. Espy his patent right 
for the conical ventilator for the use of the United 
States; 

An act for the relief of Creed Taylor; 

An act to authorize the issuing of a register to 
the brigantine Ocean Queen; 

An act for the relief of John Bronson; 

An act for the relief of Pearson Cogswell; 

An act confirming the claim of the heirs and le- 


gal representatives of Pierre Dufresne to a tract of || 


land: 

An act for the relief of Joseph Watson; 

An act granting a pension to Abigail Garland, 
widow of Jacob Garland, deceased; 

An act for the relief of James 8. Conway; 

An act for the relief of James F. Southron; 

An act for the relief of Andrew D. Crosby; 

An act for the relief of William A. Christian; 

An act to grant a right of preémption to Philip 
IF’, Dering and Robert H. Champion to a tract of | 
mineral land; 

A joint resolution to correct an error in the act 


of June 17, 1844, for the relief of Mary Ann Lin- 
ton; 


A joint resolution concerning the purchase of || 


additional lands for the use of the United States 
armory at Harper's Ferry; and F 
A joint resolution for the relief of John Devlin. 
Biils from the Senate of the following titles were | 
severally read a first and second time, and ordered 
tu be read a third time to-day, and were accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed: 
‘An act in addition to an act to establish a court 
at Key West, in the State of Florida; and 
An act to authorize the issuing of a new register 


for the American barque Pons, of Philadelphia, by | 


the name of the ** Cordelia.’”’ 


Ordered, That the Clerk acquaint the Senate | 


with the concurrence of the House in said bills. 
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| the relief of the heirs of John Paul Jones,’’ was 
read twice; when— 

On motion, the said bill was laid on the table. 


| ‘The bill from the Senate entitled “An act for the | 


' relief of Ray Tompkins and others, the children 
and heirs of Daniel D. Tompkins,”’ was read twice; 
| when— 

On motion, the said bill was indefinitely post- 
poned. 


MINERAL LANDS. 


The House then proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill from the Senate entitled ** An act to es- 
‘ tablish a land office in the northern part of Mich- 
* igan, and to provide for the sale of mineral lands 

»‘in the State of Michigan and Territory of Wis- 
*consin,’’ (which was reported from the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands on the 15th instant, with an 
amendment. ‘The amendment is very long, and 
provides, among other things— 


“ That all that portion of the public lands in the State of 
Michigan lying north of the boundaries of the Saginaw and 
Grand River land districts in said State, commonly called the 
vorthern peninsula of the State of Michigan, with the islands 
in Lakes Superior, Huron, and Michigan, and in Green Bay, 
the Straits of Michilimackinac, and the river St. Mary’s, 
within the jurisdiction of said State, be, and the same are 
hereby included ina land district, to be called the Lake Su- 
perior land district; and, for the sate of the lands in said dis- 
trict, there shall be a land office established at sueh point 
therein as the President of the United States may select. 

‘That the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause a geologi- 
eal examination and survey of the lands embraced in said 
district to be made; and the President is authorized to cause 
such of said lands as may contain copper, lead, or other val- 
uable ores, to be exposed to sale, giving six months’ notice 
of the times and places of sale in such newspapers of gen- 
eral circulation in the several States as he may deem expe- 
dient, with a brief description of the lands to be offered; 
showing the number and localities of the mines known, the 
probability of discovering others, the quality of the ores, the 
facilities of working the mines, and the means and expense 
of transporting their products to the principal markets in the 
United States. 

«That all those persons who are in the actual occupancy 
of any portion of the district described in the first section of 


this act, under authority of a lease from the Secretary of || 


War, for the purpose of mining thereon, and who have fully 


complied with all the conditions and stipulations of said lease, | 


may enter and purchase the same at any time during the con- 


tinuance of such lease, to the extent of such lease and no | 


less, by paying to the United States therefor at the rate of 


| two dollars and fifty cents per acre. 


«That the said mineral lands shall be offered for sale in 


| subdivisions of quarter-quarter sections, and no bid shall be 
| received at a less rate than five dollars per acre ; and if such 
|, Jands shall not be sold at public sale at such price, nor shall | 


be entered at private sale within twelve months at said price, 
then the price shall be reduced to two dollars and fifty cents 


| per acre; and if the said lands shall not be sold at such re- 


duced price within twelve months after such reduction, then 


|| the same shall be subject to sale as other public lands,” &c. 


And the question was stated on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committee; when, 

Mr. VINTON moved to amend it, so as that no 
quantity less than quarter sections may be offered 
/at public sale, and that no bid ata less rate than 
| five dollars be received, and if not ‘sold at public 

sale, then said lands may be entered at private sale 

at that price; and to strike out that part of the sec- 
| tion which authorizes the land to be sold at a less 
| rate than five dollars. 

Mr. MORRIS moved to postpone the bill until 
Monday next. 

Mr. M. said that he made this motion in order 
to get time to consider the bill and amendments. It 
was a most important bill, probably more so than 
any other bill which might be or had been brought 


before this Congress for its consideration or action, | 
and, as far as dollars and cents were concerned, | 


the lands embraced in it would yield more revenue 


| annually, if properly managed, than would be de- | 
rived from the annual sales of all other lands to the | 


| United States. If the House were determined to 


act on this bill to-day, he would ask the liberty to | 


make a few remarks. 
Mr. McCLELLAND opposed the postpone- 


from Ohio [Mr. Morais} had had abundance of 


| time to examine its merits and form an opinion | 
| upon it, 


If he had a year in which to decide, he 


|| did not believe he would approve it, because he 


had always manifested an insuperable hostility to 
| it. A great mistake had been made by the gentle- 
man in regard to the copper lands, and his estimate 
of their wealth was entirely too high. It required 
much capital to conduct profitably mining opera- 
tions in that region; and in most cases he feared 
those who adventured their funds in such specula- 
tions would fail. Tf an operator were so fortunate 
as to hit on a rich and extensive “lead,” he might 
make money, but otherwise not. There was so 


GLOBE. 


| The bill from the Senate entitled “ An act for | 


| was not the case. 


ment of the bill, and remarked that the gentleman | 











much uncertainty in it, and the whole matter y 
surrounded by so many difficulties, that he 
sidered it an exceedingly doubiful speculation 
| His State was much interested in the Passing of 
| this or some other Dill, to dispose of these oe 
| The people were much opposed to the leasing sys. 
tem, and were desirous to have the lands sold c 
order to tax them. It behoved Congress, Seaine 
| those leases had been declared Void, to act prom ote 
ly, and relieve his State, and those who had ake 
large expenditures on the ground. The State of 
Michigan was compelled to extend its laws over 
this territory, and the cost in executing and en- 
forcing them was considerable; and yet nota dollar 
of tax could be imposed on the lands there until the 
fee passed from the General Government. Some of 
the members, he apprehended, were mistaken in 
relation to the power of taxation in his State 
They arponree to think the lands must have been 
entered five years before they were taxed, but this 
By the compact between the 
| State and the General Government, the State of 
| Michigan had the power of taxing its lands go 
| soon as the ‘entry’? was made. As this region 
was unsettled, and most of the Jands in it were 
unfit for any other purpose than mining, the State 
would have to sustain its jurisdiction there at great 
| expense, without any means derived from the 
country itself. This would be very unjust on the 
part of the General Government, and he believed 
no gentleman conversant with all the facts, would 
throw the slightest obstacle in the way of the pas- 
sage of this bill. Its provisions were not such as he 
had desired; and, had he had the framing of it, he 
should have drafted an entirely different one. But 
it appeared that no better could be obtained; and, 
as his State was suffering from the condition in 
which these lands were, he would not endanger it 
| by offering any amendments. He hoped no fur- 
| ther delay would take place in its consideration, 
| but that the House would dispose of it at once. 
It would add much to the revenues of the Govern- 
ment, and would be of great benefit and advantage 
| to his own State. 

Mr. McCLERNAND said this subject had en- 
gaged the consideration of Congress at the last ses- 
sion, and much contrariety of opinion had been 
then expressed, especially in this one The bill 
now under consideration was from the Senate, to 
which the Committee on Public Lands had proposed 
the amendment immediately under debate. The 
Senate and House propositions very much differed. 
| The Senate was much more favorable, quite too fa- 
vorable, to the holders of leases and permits to the 
mineral lands. The House proposition was more 
favorable to the public at large and to the revenue. 
| The Senate bill not only recognised the validity of 
the leases and permits which had been issued by 
the War Department without authority of law, but 
it proposed to extend the system to a new class of 
applicants, whose number and merits were un- 
known. It proposed to extend to this new swarm 
a mass of cases for what seemed to be indefinite 
quantities of land. It also proposed to extend the 
leases of present lessees for another term of three 

ears. This was unwise, to say the least of it. 

Why extend privileges in this case withheld in all 
others? The Senate bill also allowed al) persons 
holding lands, under color of authority from the 
War Department, to take the extent of their leases 
at the price of $1 25 per acre, and, if they choose, 
a quantity as small as forty acres at $2 50) per acre. 
In other words, the effect of the bill is to allow 
such lands as are not held by leases to be hereafter 
encumbered by leases, to grant a pre-emption to 
such persons, thus monopolizing the whole mineral 
region for the term of their leases, (three years,) 
and for six months after, and ultimately to transfer 
the land to those persons at $1 25 per acre. The 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Pubiic 
Lands contemplates very different enactments: It 
requires that the holders of leases and permits shall 
| take the full extent of their claims at not less than 
| $2 50 per acre; they are not to be allowed to take 
\ less; but they must have faithfully complied with 
| all the conditions of their leases. Occupants, too, not 
| holding leases, are allowed to purchase not less 
| than a section at the same price, upon paying the 
| same rents for the use of the lands demanded of 
lessees. The occupant is to buy his land before 
| the day appointed for the sale of the lands, and the 
|| lessees are required to purchase their lands before 
|| the expiration of the leases, Such of the lands 

‘ remain ppon the day of public sale are to be 
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not less than $5 per acre, then and for a year | 
after; and such as then remain, at $250 per acre || 
for another year; and such as remain, at $1 25 per | 
sere thereafter. To this last provision the gentle- || 
man from Ohio [Mr. Vinton] objects, and moves || 
to strike out so much of it as graduates the price || 
from $5 to $1 25, leaving the price permanently at | 
5 per acre in respggt to certain land and persons. {| 
What will be the effect of this? It will put these || 
jands to speculators and capitalists, who have sent || 
their agents and servants into the mineral region | 
without authority of law, and in violation of a || 
solemn treaty, at $2 50 per acre, and to those who, || 
under the authority of law, may go there to buy | 
jands, at $5 per acre. This proposition is true in || 
all its parts. Section three of the amendment puts || 
the lands to persons now holding leases or permits, || 
or now being occupants, at $2 50; the amendment || 
of the gentleman from Ohio would demand of all || 
others $5 per acre. The class of persons thus fa- \| 
yored had gone into the country in violation of the I} 
treaty with the Chippewas in 1842; which in effect ] 
\} 











rohibits, under existing circumstances, any white 
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whole bill, but had been prevented from offering 
it. The subject was in his view one of the great- 
est Importance—far greater than some gentlemen 
seemed to attach to it. He had received informa- 
tion from sources of the highest respectability, 


and eminently entitled to credit, as to the value of | 


these copper lands. An agent had been appointed 
on the part of the United States, who had the let- 
ting of them, and he had stated to Mr. M. that he 
had not a doubt that if the tract was properly 


/managed it might produce to the Government | 


twenty millions of dollars a year; and would, in 
fact, be of more practical advantage to the land 
revenue than the whole of the public domain be- 
sides. Gentlemen seemed ready to vote upon this 
bill without in reality knowing what the bill was. 
Mr. M. had paid some attention to the subject, but 
it had been so changed from time to time, and ap- 
peeren now under a shape so different from that it 

ad formerly assumed, that he confessed he could 
not himself tell exactly what it did enact, and 
what would be its precise effect. The bill, how- 
ever, was to be passed; of that he had for some 


_, tine of public sales. 


person from going into the country, except those || time been fully aware; the decree had gone forth; 
licensed by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to || there was,a heavy pressure from without in favor 
trade, under regulations, with the Indians. The || of it, and he presumed it was destined to pass this 
jeases and permits held are void—so decided by | day. Speculators were hovering, in a dark cloud, 
the Attorney General. The whole authorit 


y upon ! like so many carrion crows, round the lobbies and | 


which the preference is founded is a usurpation. || galleries of that Hall. 


The law authorizing leases for lead lands has been || 
twisted into authority for granting leases to copper || 
lands. The gentleman from Ohio, if he would be || 
consistent, must move to make the price of the | 
jands uniform to all purchasers. 

Mr. VINTON explained. He said that where || 
42 50 were required, the quantity could not be less || 
than a section; where $5 was required, a quarter || 
section might be taken. 


Mr. MeCLERNAND. The gentleman was un- || 
derstood the other day, on the mineral bill for Wis- || 
consin, to urge that all these lands were worth five || 


dollars per acre, and that the larger the tract sub- || 
ject to be purchased the greater would be the favor | 
extended to the purchaser. It was undeniable 
that his proposition would favor speculating com- 
panies formed in Ohio, and other States, whilst it 
would be less favorable to others. There were 
obvious considerations of public policy for sellin 
these lands. The system of leasing had prove 
unprofitable in regard to lead lands—in fact a loss. 
From April, 1843, to October, 1845, little more || 
than two years, it had cost the Government, in re- | 
gard to these copper lands, $15,895 63 for salaries, || 
and $16,909 38 for contingencies—in all $32,805 01; 
and, during the same time, the avails of these lands 
amounted to $192 22. [t will, no doubt, go on so. 
The leasing system is obnoxious; it creates an im- 
proper and perhaps unauthorized relation between 
the Government and individuals—a pernicious re- 
lation, hostile to liberty, and corrupting to Gov- 
ernment. The tenant is without a permanent 
home; his residence is but temporary, He is, in 
a measure, exempt from the feeling which fixes 
the freeholder to the soil, and interests him in the 

ood order, sobriety, and prosperity of the free- 

older. The sale of these lands will, no doubt, 
bring into the treasury a considerable sum of 
money now in a time of pressing need. The 
whole Chippewa purchase is estimated at about | 
fifteen millions of acres, which will have cost the 
Government, including Indian annuities, $875,000; 
some persons, professing to be well informed upon 
the subject, estimate that something near a million 
of dollars may be received from this source in the 
course of a year. But, estimating the amount at 
$300,000, the latter will materially contribute to 
give efficiency to the operations of the Govern- 
ment, 

Mr. McC. concluded by moving the previous 
question. 

Mr, MORRIS, of Ohio, complained that Mr. 
McCernanp should have made a long speech on 
one side of the question, and then moved the pre- 
vious question, thereby cutting off all opportunity 
of reply. He hoped he would consent to with- 
draw his call. 

Mr. MeCLERNAND consented to withdraw 
his call for the previous question. 

Mr. MORRIS then went at some length into an 
earnest speech in opposition to the bill. He ex- 
pressed his regret that the bill could not have been 
laid over till Monday, as he should then have been 
better aes to present his views to the com- 
mittee. e had prepared a substitute for the 








| in the administration of the public land? 


All sorts of inducements 
had been held out to himself to ‘lie low,” to 
** keep dark,” and to forbear making any opposi- 
tion toit. But he would listen to no such persua- 
sions. He would not consent to hold his peace 


/at the expense of his conviction of what was | 


right. Unprepared as he was, and compelled to 
intrude himself on the committee without due time 
to arrange and systematize his ideas, he was re- 
solved to make one effort to prevent what he be- 
lieved would be a great public wrong. 

What had been the policy of the Government 
Had it 
not been, in all cases, to offer the land, in the first 
place, at public sale before permitting it to be open 
for private entry? But that policy was here to be 
eee from, abandoned; and for what? To en- 
able greedy speculators to get their clutches on 
those rich mineral lands, and make fortunes out of 
them. The Senate bill, as he was well informed, 
had been drawn up at the dictation of a single in- 
dividual. It was not satisfied with the leases and 
the permits which had ‘already been granted, but 


| it allowed a still wider license, to take up the lands 


in small tracts of forty acres; and it was a fact that 
| these speculating companies had the woods full of 
| hired squatters, all ready to take advantage of the 
| law the moment it should pass. For this reason 
| Mr. M. had been anxious that the action of this 
| House on the bill should have been postponed until 
| the real facts in the case could be more fully ex- 
posed, but even a delay till Monday had been 
| refused him. 
| He hoped the House would not pass a bill like 
| this; he felt sure if its operation were rightly un- 
derstood it could never pass. Mr. M. disclaimed 
all opposition to the sale of these lands. On the 
contrary, he earnestly desired that they might be 
sold. He wished to have them brought into mar- 
| ket as soon as possible; but he was for having 
them so sold that all should have a fair chance to 
| purchase them, and that no unfair advantage 
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It was contended, in behalf of the present bill, 
that its practical effect would be to benefit the 
Government; that it would bring a large sum of 
money into the Treasury, and that very soon, 
which was a very desirable thing in the present 
osture of our affairs. The lessees being bound 

y this bill to buy the whole amount of their leases 

at $250, and not to select small tracts supposed 

to be rich in minerals, a large sam would be paid 
/in at once, and the Government would, on the 
whole, get more money than by the ordinary rou- 
j Any man who could believe 
a tale like that could believe in witchcraft. Was 

it credible, to any man of ordinary common sense, 

that a settler who had a preémption right would 

give more for his land than he would if he was a 
| competitor with other bidders at a public sale? It 
was contrary to reason. 

Mr. M. said that all his wish in opposing this 
| bill was to keep these rich and valuable lands from 
. falling a prey to speculators; but he saw the thing 

was determined on: yet he must do his duty. 

Mr. M. adverted to the strong opposition some 
of the very gentlemen had made who were now 
the friends of this bill to the provisions in another 
bill, which Mr. M. had advocated some time since, 
in regard to the lands in the Wyandot Reserva- 
tion in Ohio. How exceedingly afraid they were 
then of those valuable lands getting into the clutch- 
es of speculators! Oh, yes; they saw speculators 

| behind every bush, ready to pounce upon the land 
of the poor Indians! What had now become of all 
| that pious dread ? . 

Mr. McCLELLAND here asked Mr. Morais 
if he had not been in favor of letting settlers have 
the W yandot lands on the same terms as were pro- 
| posed by this bill, yet now he fiercely opposed 
| them? 
| Mr. MORRIS said he had been in favor of the 
'| Wyandot bill; and so he would be in favor of this, 
| if these lessees were to pay the Government $2 50 
|, per acre, and the value of all the improvements 

upon the lands. Those were the terms he had 
| advocated in the other bill; and with those terms 

‘he would support this bill as warmly as he had 
| that. But he was against this bill, though he 
| feared his opposition to it would be of little avail. 
| He had seen demonstrations here at the close of 
| the last session, when this bill was brought up, 

which convinced him that it was destined to puss; 
| indeed, its friends were very near getting two- 
| thirds of the House to consent to take it up out of 
|| its order at that time. He saw the same indica- 
|| tions now. The bill was got up for the benefit of 
| a few large speculators in Boston, who had their 
1 agents here to push the bill. Sales of stocks in 
|, these mining companies had been going on for 
|| some time in this city; and some members of the 
|| Committee on Public Lands were, to his certain 
|| knowledge, personally interested in those stocks. 
|| It was quite natural that such gentlemen should go 
| in favor of their own interest. 
|| Mr. RELFE here (though laboring under so 
|| severe a cold that his voice could scarce be heard) 
|| demanded to know whether the gentleman, in what 
|| he had just said, alluded to him? 
| Mr. MORRIS. Does the gentleman disclaim 
‘| all interest in these lands? 

Mr. RELFE. I do most explicitly, and but 

|| for the state of my health I should have taken the 


| should, by collision, be thrown into the hands of || floor in defence of the bill, which I consider fair 

| a gang of hungry unscrupulous speculators. He.|| and proper, and one that ought to pass. 

was opposed to the preémption clause in the bill. || Mr. MORRIS said that was enough for that 
Mr. McCLELLAND asked Mr. M. if he had || gentleman. 

been opposed to precisely a similar clause in the || [Voices: ‘Tell who they are. Whom do you 

Wisconsin bill? That bill allowed the squatter || mean? Names! names!’’] : 

his right of preémption to a tract as small as forty || Mr. M. said he should not mention names: he 


acres. Had the gentleman been as zealous in op- || did not think that he was required to do so. It 





posing the very same provision in that bi!l which || was enough that he here publicly took on himself 


seemed so much to excite his ire in this? 

Mr. MORRIS said that he had not publicly op- 
posed it on that bill, partly because he had been 
misled; he had been told there were no mineral 
lands for that bill to operate upon. 

Mr. McCLELLAND referred him to the terms 
of the bill, to prove that his objection would apply 
as fully to that bill as to the present one; yet the 
gentleman had remained silent. Was it because 
that bill was to inure to the benefit of certain per- 
sons in Ohio? 

Mr. MORRIS said he did not know whether the 
same provision was in both bills or not; they had 
been so much modified and changed that he scarce- 
ly knew exactly what they did contain. 


| to state that such was the fact. He did not hear 

\| it denied. 

|| ‘The House were here called on to abandon the 

well settled and uniform policy of the Government, 
in the disposal of the public domain, and to let a 
gang of speculators, who had acquired a permit for 
these taste without right of law, who had got no 
title to them, but merely because they had gut an 
il claim, have a preémption right in preference 
to their fellow-citizens, who ought to have as fait 
a chance to puchase as they. Yes, this House was 


invoked to do this for an association of men who 
would have no breath or being, but would be mere 
inert matter, were it not for the inspiration of the 
basest passion of the human heart—avarice. Toa 
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gang of harpies like this, Congress was asked 
giveaway a mineral region worth more to this Gov- 
ernment, in its actual cash proceeds, than the whole 
of the public lands put together. 

Yet gentlemen got up and represented the lands 
as worth litde or nothing, and insisted that the 
Government would realize more by selling them on 
preémption for $2 50, than by holding them up to 
public competiuon. He had been closely watching 
the movements here. He would see a gentleman 
here rise and say a few words in favor of the bill, 
and then another there would follow suit, and then 
another would pop up and cry * previous ques- 

!’? When he saw the aaieaan from Maine 


tion! 
yesterday, {Mr. anes rising to make a little 
speech fora bill like this, he was quite sure it was 
destined to pass. It must carry; he was aware 7 | 


that; and he only lamented his own incapacity 
more fully to expose the true nature of the bill. | 
He was exposed to great disadvantage from an 
embarrassment he could not throw off. It was al- | 
ways with tie greatest pain that he addressed the | 
House, and never without a violent struggle with 
his constitutional averseness to speaking in a pub- 
lic assembly. . He had endeavored to do his duty, 
and must now let things take their course. 
Mr. GORDON proposed an amendment to the | 

third section of the bill, and was understood to wi § 
that that feature of it was precisely the same with 
the Wisconsin bill. 

Mr. CHIPMAN reminded Mr. Morris that 
there had been a graduation feature in the W yan- 
dot bill, which that gentleman so warmly advoca- | 

ted, and without any regard to the improvements 
in the land at all. 
\ 


Mr. MORRIS replied, and explained. 

Mr. M. asked whether it would be in order now | 
to move that the consideration of the bill be post- | 
poned till Monday ? 

The CHAIR said that the House had refused | 
that motion. 

Mr. MORRIS moved that it be postponed to 
Tuesday. 
Mr. HAMLIN briefly defended the grounds on 
which he had advocated and should vote for this 
bill. ‘Those who were now settled on the lands | 
were, in his judgment, greatly preferable to a class 
of speculators, who wanted to get hold of them | 
merely for purposes of gain. The opposition to | 
the bill came from speculators alone, and if they | 
should get hold of the iands, the Government | 
would not receive anything like the same amount | 
of money from them as under the present bill. 
And though he hated to fall, as he should doubtless 
do, under the severe displeasure of the gentleman | 
from Ohio, for whom he entertained great respect, | 
yet he must conclude by moving the previous 
question. 
The question being put, the previous question 

was seconded. 

The motion to postpone to Monday was rejected. 

The question was next stated on agreeing to the 
amendment of Mr. Visron to the amendment of 
the committee, and it was agreed to. 

The question was next taken on Mr. Gorpon’s 
amendment, to strike out in the third section the | 
words **two dollars and fifty cents,’’ and insert, 
in heu thereof, ‘five dollars;’? which was also | 
agreed to. 

And the question was then put, Will the House || 
agree to the said amendment reported from the | 
Committee on Public Lands, as amended? and de- | 
cided m the affirmative. 

Mr. McCLELLAND moved to reconsider the | 
vote on agreeing to the amendment moved by Mr. 
Gorpon. 1] 

The question was put and agreed to. 

And the question recurred on agreeing to the || 
said amendment moved by Mr. Gorvon; and, || 
being put, it was decided in the negative. | 

The amendment (from the committee) was then | 
ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read a | 
thire time to-day. 

The bill was accordingly read a third tinte and | 
passed. {| 

The title to the said bill was read; when 

Mr. McCLELLAND moved to amend the same 
so as to read: “An act to establish a land office in 
the northern part of Michigan, and to provide for || 
the sale of the mineral lands in the State of Michi- 
gan;” which motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McCLELLAND moved that the vote upon 
the passage of the said bill be reconsidered, and 
moved the previous question, which was seconded; |) 


a 


| above Frankfort, are not obliged to 


_ they choose to do so. 











j : S 
and, under its operation, the House refused to re- 
| consider. 


| ‘The House proceeded to the consideration of the 
| joint resolution supplemental to the resolution di- 
| recting the manner in which the printing of Con- 
gress shall be executed, fixing the prices thereof, 
and providing for the appointment of a printer or 
printers, reported from the sclect committee on the 
9th of December, 1845. 
The question being on its engrossment, it was, 
on motion, laid on the table. 


The bill to repeal the twentieth and part of the 


| twenty-first sections of the act to change the organi- 
| zation of the Post Office Department, and to pro- 


vide more effectually for the settlement of the ac- 


counts thereof, approved 2d July, 1836, reported 


from the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
toads on the 14th March last, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time to-day, and was 
engrossed accordingly, read a third time, and pass- 
ed, and sent to the Senate for concurrence. 

The House then proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill relative to the mileage of members of 
Congress, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole on the 17th March last, with amendments; 
the question being on agreeing to a motion made 
by Mr. G. W. Jones to amend said amendments; 
when it was, on motion, laid upon the table. 


The House proceeded to the consideration of the 
bill creating a collection district in Maine, and con- 
stituting Bangor, in said district, a port of entry 
and delivery, reported from the Committee on Com- 
merce on the 6th of April last. 

The question being stated, viz: Shall the said 
bill be engrossed ? 

Mr. SAWTELLE said: The bill under consid- 
eration contemplates a change in the collection 
district of Belfast, or rather the creation of a new 
district, to be composed of a part of the district as 
at present constituted and established. And here 
allow me (said Mr. 8.) to remark, that this is not 
a new and untried project to divide this collection 
district. A bill was reported to the House of Rep- 
resentatives at the last Congress, of which, I be- 
lieve, this is a mere copy, and, strange to say, it 
passed this branch of the National Legislature; but 
when it was introduced into the other end of the 
Capitol, and there received a more thorough in- 
spection and examination, it was at once rejected 
by the Senate, and consigned to its natural grave. 
An effort was again made at the commencement of 
the present Congress to change the port of entry 
and delivery from Belfast to Bangor, and it was 
shown, to the satisfaction of your committee, who 
had the subject under consideration, that it was 
impolitic to make the change; and now, forsooth, 
this old soldier is once more galvanized into life, 
and presented to our notice. I ask gentlemen to 
examine this colleciion district as at present con- 


| stituted; its geographical position, and the territory 


embraced within its present limits; and then sa 


| whether ae will cut, carve, and mangle, an old, 


long-established, and well-regulated district, with- 
out some good and sufficient cause being shown for 
so doing. 

The district is now not large, but small, close 
and compact, and has its port of entry at Belfast, 
which is one of the most thriving, flourishing 
towns in New England, situated upon one of the 
most beautiful bays in the world, which is not in- 
ferior in magnificence to the bay of Naples, and 
accessible at all seasons of the year for ships of 
any class or magnitude, surrounded by several 


| ports of delivery, where deputy collectors now re- 


side, who are authorized to enter and clear vessels 
coastwise, and whose business relations all con- 
centrate at Belfast as its common centre. And 


| besides, a deputy collector is established at Frank- 


fort, which is thirteen miles below Bangor, and 
by which place all vessels sailing up and down the 
Penobscot river must necessarily pass, who is also 


authorized and empowered to clear vessels to for- 


eign ports, to receive the manifests of vessels ar- 
riving from foreign ports, administer oaths, make 
all necessary papers, and who can do all acts 


| which the collector himself may or can do. In 
_ fact, the deputy collector at Frankfort has eee 


powers with the collector; so that the shipping 
merchants at Bangor, or elsewhere upon the river 
to Belfast 
to transact business at the custom-house, unless 
¢ Such is the district as it 
now exists; and it is proposed to divide the same, 
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Feb. 20, 
and make Bangor a separate port of entry and ie 
livery. P 

Where is Bangor? Sir, I will tell you. |, is 
the uppermost town in the district upon the Py. 
nobscot, at the head of navigation; which rive, 
during five months in the year, is literally sealej 
in ice, when there is no water communicating 
whatever with the bay or seag and, during whic), 
period, you might as well, for'Bll useful purposes 
at least, locate a port of entry upon the top peak 
of the Blue Ridge, where the mountain bird of my 
honorable friend from Virginia rested to gaze 4 
the storm in his onward flight to Oregon, as to 
make Bangor a port of entry ! 
I assert, what I presume will not be contradicteg 
by my honorable colleague, who so abl repre. 
sents the Penobscot Congressional district, [Mr, 
Hamuin,} that even now, much of the lumbe 
which is manufactured at Bangor, and intended fo, 
the West India market, is rafted down to Frank. 
fort in the summer and fall, and is shipped from 
| the latter place after the river closes, because {he 

former is toially inaccessible by water during the 

winter. Sir, did I believe that the real wants of 
the business portion of community called for this 
change, | would not raise my voice against it; but, 
sir, they ask for no such thing. Are not all theiy 
reasonable wants fully answered now? Why then 
| disturb this old district without cause, and espe. 
cially as no one is to be essentially benefited 





thereby? You might with as much propriety di- 
vide almost any and every collection district in 
Maine. Why not with equal justice make Au- 
gusta, Hallowell, and Gardiner, towns upon the 
Kennebec river, and now embraced within the 
Bath district, separate ports of entry? or divide 
the district of Waldoboro, which has three rivers 
within its limits? Why not make Brooklyn oy 
Jersey city, now embraced within the district of 
New York, ports of entry? or multiply your cus- 
tom-houses at every point upon your rivers above 
Mobile? 

Sir, my people are opposed to the creation of al 
new offices, unless imperious necessity calls for 
their establishment. But if a change is to be 
made and a new collection district is to be formed, 
the port of entry and delivery should not be loca- 
| ted at Bangor, but at Frankfort, which is at the 
head of winter navigation on the Penobscot river, 
and where the principal part of the business must 
at all seasons of the year necessarily be transacted, 

Mr. 8. moved that the bill be referred to the 


Committee of the Whole, where it might pass the 


ordeal of all bills of similar character, and express- 
ed a hope that the motion would prevail, as he 
desired to discuss the merits of the bill more fully, 
if merits it had, and he could not believe that the 





same would receive the favorable action of the 
committee; at any rate it ought not to receive the 
sanction of the House before it had been subjected 
to the examination of the committee. 

Mr. HAMLIN replied, and urgently advocated 
the bill, and concluded by moving the previous 
question, which was seconded, and the main ques- 
tion was ordered and put, viz: Shall the bill be 
engrossed and read a third time to-day? (the mo- 
tion to recommit mane set aside by the previous 
question,) and decided in the affirmative. 

The said bill was then read a third time and 
passed. 

The House then proceeded to the consideration 
of a joint resolution relative to the printing and dis- 
tribution of an additional number of the Journals 
of Congress; the question being on its engross- 
ment. 

It was, on motion, laid on the table. 


The House then proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill to extend the privilege granted by the 
seventh section of the act of March, 1845, to the 
town of Whitehall, New York. 


The said bill being engrossed, it was read a third 
time and passed. 


The House then took up the bill to r t 
trade and meen — the Indian tribes in » 
Territory of n, and to preserve peace all 
eaiiane friendahip with and among the said In- 
dians, reported from the Committee of the Whole 
on the 2ist of April last, with amendments, —_ 

The question was stated on ing to said 
amendment; when it was, on motion, laid on the 
table. 


The House then proceeded to the consideration 
of the joint resolution presenting the thanks of 
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Congress to Brigadier General Taylor, his officers | 
and men, and giving them extra pay, which was 
reported from the Committee of the Whole on the 
o9ih of May last. 

The question was stated on the engrossment of 
the said resolution; when it was, on motion, order- | 
ed to be laid on the table. 

The bill to amend the act concerning the peni-— 
teatiary in the District of Columbia was then taken 
»; the question being on the engrossment thereof. 
Mr. COBB moved that the bill be laid on the | 
table; which motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McKAY moved that the bill making ap- | 
sropriations for the naval service, for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1848, which had been returned from 
the Senate with amendments, be referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means; which motion 
was agreed to. 


uj 


On motion of Mr. McKAY, the House resolved || 


itself into Committee on the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Coss in the chair.) 

Mr. McK AY moved to take up the bill making 
appropriations for the Post Office Department. 


Mr. McCLELLAND gave notice that, if the || 


motion of Mr. McKay fuiled, he would move to 
take up the River and Harbor bill. 

Mr. TIBBATTS raised a question of order. | 
The House had passed a resolution yesterday to | 
close the debate in committee on the River and | 


Harbor bill, and the committee were bound to take || it just, was it right, that it should be thus burden- | 


up that bill. 

The CHAIR overruled the point of order, and 
said that the bill on which the resolution closing 
the debate was passed was a Territorial bill, which 


had been set apart as a special order, and that ap- | 


propriation bills had precedence. 


The vote. was put on taking up the bill to make | 


appropriations for the Post Office Department by 


tellers, and decided in the negative: Ayes 57, | 


noes 65. 

Mr. McCLELLAND then moved to take up the 
River and Harbor bill. 

The vote was decided by tellers: Ayes 74, noes 
33—no quorum voting. A re-count was had by 
tellers, who now reported ayes 84, noes 35. 

The committee accordingly proceeded to con- 
sider the 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. BOWLIN advocated the appropriation for | 


the improvement of the Missouri river with much 
earnestness. He alluded to the constitutional ob- 
jection which had been raised as to the power of 
Congress to make such an appropriation; but 
argued that it was quite as constitutional as the 


appropriations which were made every year for || 


light-houses, buoys, &., and yet the Congress gave 
far more in one year for these objects than would 
suffice to clear out all the snags from the Missouri 


river. Were the wants and wishes of ten millions | 


of people, and the dangers of a commerce worth 
more than one hundred millions, to be set aside 
and disregarded, while a greater sum was every 
year expended on light-houses? 


Mr. WICK said that the words of this bill did | 
not apply simply to drawing snags out of the bed | 
of the Missouri; they were much broader, and | 


would cover almostany works of internal improve- 
ment on the Missouri and Ohio rivers. 

Mr BOWLIN insisted that the removal of snags 
was all the improvement the Missouri was capa- 
ble of receiving. Its bed was a quicksand—the 
channel was perpetually changing; and all that 
could be done to improve it was to remove the 
snags which rendered its navigation dangerous. 

Mr. B. went into a discussion of the Jackson 
vetoes on works of internal improvement, and in- 
sisted that the principles there assumed never 
would prevent the improvement of the means of 
travel and transportation through the most mag- 
nificent valley of this earth, &c. 

He dwelt on the necessity for this work. The 
Mississippi, Missouri, and their tributaries, water- 
ed a space of 1,396,000 square miles, equal to four- 
fifths of the territory of the whole Union, whose 
soil was not surpassed in fertility by the Delta of 
Egypt. And yet there was no security for the 
navigation which was to transport its unmeasura- 
ble products to a market. Ought this state of things 
to be suffered to remain? If the obstructions were 
to be removed, who was to remove them? These 
rivers swept along between whole tiers of States. 
Was one of these States to undertake the work ? 
Which of them? Why one more than another? 
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|| If all, who should apportion the amount? Certain- 


ly the General Government was the proper and 


| the only power to accomplish a work so strictly | 


; national. 


Mr. B. referred, in proof of the great danger of | 


this navigation, to the fact that the insurance on 
steamboats on the western rivers was as high as 
18 per cent. He hoped the appropriation would 
be agreed to. 

Mr. THOMASSON warmly advocated an ap- 

ropriation for the purchase of the stock of the 
SP ouisville and Portland Canal—thus rendering the 
navigation of the Ohio free. 


He adverted to the fact that there was not a bill | 


| for internal improvement in the West that was not 


‘advocated and supported by Democrats in the | 
| East. 


|| stood their true interest, and were actuated by a 


This showed that these gentlemen under- 
| liberal spirit. How was it, that while other gen- 
| tlemen were fierce upon the stump, and while be- 
fore the people, in favor of internal improvement 
in every shape, as soon as they get here, whether 
it was owing to an odor from the White House, 


| be got to act on any measures of the kind ? 

The commerce of the Ohio river was taxed for 
the passage of these fulls at Louisville to the tune 
of $150,000 a year, and yet the tax was but twenty 
cents onaton. From this a judgment might be 
| formed as to the extent of that commerce. Was 


(}ed? The Government owned already $600,000 in 


chase out the remaining $300,000 to render that 
whole commerce free. This tax fell not only on 
Kentucky, but on all the States above. 


East too. He concluded by expressing his hope 
that some systematic plan, in the nature of a sink- 


these necessary works of internal improvement. 


bate, and the committee proceeded to vote on 
amendments as they were moved. 


ment of Mr. McCievvanp, so as to strike out all 
relating to the Ohio, Mississippi, Missouri, and 
Red rivers, and insert— 


at Louisville, $100,000. 
“ For the improvement of the Ohio river, below the falls 


| rivers, $250,000. 


|| to the city of St. Louis, $50,000. 


| ment of said river, $25,000.” 
| Disagreed to; only 35 voting in favor. 
| Mr. CROZIER moved: ‘* For the improvement 
| of the canal around the Muscle Shoals, in the Ten- 
| nessee river, and for the improvement of the Hol- 
|| ston and Tennessee river above said shoals, $100,- 
|| 000.” Disagreed to. Ayes 59, noes 76. 
Mr. STEWART moved the following, which 

was disagreed to: 

“That the stock originally subscribed by the cities of 





1 
| 
the said cities, on condition that they shall effectually guar- 
anty, or otherwise make available as cash, three hundred 


sued, or to be issued, in pursuance of an act of the General 
Assembly of Maryland, dated the 10th day of March, 1845, 
entitled ‘An act to provide for the completion of the Chesa- 


State of Maryland, provided she makes available, as afore- 
said, two hundred thousand dollars of the bonds of the canal 


the said canal mails, troops, arms, and camp equipage, free 
of toll forever, and that they be absolved from all responsi- 
bility for and connexion with said company.”’ 


Mr. MARTIN, of Wisconsin, moved: “ For 
the harbor at Racine, $6,000; for the harbor at 
Southport, $5,000.’’ Disagreed to. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL moved: ‘“ For im- 
provements in the river Delaware, $50,000; to be 
applied under the direction of the Topographical 

ngineers.”’ Disagreed to. 

Mr. YOST moved: ‘ For repairs of the piers at 
Marcus Hook and Chester, in Delaware county, 
Pennsylvania, $1,500 each.”’ Di to. 

Mr. THOMASSON moved: * That $300,000 


or some other cause, these Democrats could never | 


the stock of this company: it only required to pur- | 


The tax |) 
was felt all over the West, and ultimately at the | 


ing fund, would be established, for keeping up | 


At the appointed time the Cuarr closed the de- || 


Mr. TIBBATTS moved to amend the amend- | 


“ For the improvement of the Ohio river, below the falls |! 


| at Louisville, and the Mississippi, Missouri, and Arkansas | 
|| For the improvement of the Mississippi river adjacent || 


“ For removing the raft of Red river, and for the improve- || 


Washington, Alexandria, and Georgetown, in the Chesa- || 
peake and Ohio Canal Company, is hereby surrendered to | 


thousand dollars of the bonds of the said canal company, is- || 


peake and Ohio Canal to Cumberland, and for other pur- | 
poses ;’ and that the stock originally subscribed by the Uni- | 
ted States in the said company shall be transferred to the || 


company issued as above mentioned. Provided, however, || 
That the United States shall have the right to transport on || 


be applied, under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, to the purchase of stock held by in- 







































































Disagreed to. Ayes 54, noes 68, 
Mr. KAUFMAN moved: “For removing the 
raft of Red river, and for the improvement of the 
_ navigation of said river, $50,000."’ Disagreed to. 
_ Mr. WRIGHT moved: ‘For the removal of the 
obstructions to the navigation in Newark harbor, 
at the entrance, State of New Jersey, $10,000.” 
Agreed to: A ves 70, noes 58. 
_ Mr. CUNNINGHAM moved: “For construc- 
tion of the Cumberland road within the State of 
Ohio $100,000, to be expended under the direction 
of the Secretary of War.”’ Disagreed to. 

Mr. LEWIS moved: “an item of 45,000 for the 
harbor of Cattaraugus creek, and $5,000 increase 
to Dunkirk harbor, both in Chautauque county, 

| New York.’’ Disagreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAM G. BROWN moved: “For the 

_ construction of a wire suspension bridge over the 
Ohio river, at Wheeling, $30,000: Provided, That 
, the same shall be built of such a height as not to 
obstruct the navigation of said river by the largest 
size steamboats when there is twenty feet water in 
the channel of said river.’’ Disagreed to. i 
Mr. ROOT moved: “For the improvement of 
' the harbors of Huron, Vermillion, and Black Ri- 
| vers, on Lake Erie, each $3,000.”’ Disagreed to. 
Mr. KAUFMAN moved: “For the improving 
| of the Sabine and Trinity rivers, in Texas, $10, 
;each.’’ Disagreed to. 

Mr. ROBERT SMITH moved: ‘For improv- 
ing the Des Moines and Rock River Rapids, in the 
Mississippi river, $50,000.’’ Disagreed to. 

Mr. DARRAGH moved: **That the sum of 
| $50,000 be and the same is hereby appropriated to 
| complete and finish the marine hospitals which have 
been commenced at Pittsburg, (Pennsylvania,) 
Louisville, (Kentucky,) and Cleveland, (Ohio,) 
to be expended under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury.” Disagreed to. 
| Mr. RUNK moved: ‘ For improving the chan- 
| nel of the river Delaware, between Trenton and 
Bordentown, $5,000.’ Disagreed to. 

Mr. FOSTER moved: “ For the extension of 
'the National Road from Cumberland via Pittsburg 
| to Erie, in the State of Pennsylvania, $100,000, to 
be expended under the direction of the Secretary 
| of War.” Disagreed to. 

Mr. J.G. CHAPMAN moved: * For the con- 
struction of the road to connect Rockville, in the 
State of Maryland, with the city of Frederick, 
| $10,000, so as to connect the seat of the-General 
Government with the Cumberland Road.”’ Dis- 
|| agreed to. 
| Mr. BRODHEAD moved: “ For the improve- 
|| ment of the navigation of the river Delaware, 
|| above Philadelphia, $30,000.” Disagreed to. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved; 
‘« For the continuation of the improvements of the 
| river Thames, in the State of Connecticut, in ac- 
cordance with plans and surveys heretofore made 
‘under the direction of the War Department, 
| $10,000.°? Disagreed to. 
| Mr. ABBOTT moved: “ For the improvement 
| in the harbor at Newburyport, in the navigation 
|| of the Merrimack river, $25,000.’’ Disagreed to. 
Mr. GIDDINGS moved: ** For continuation of 

harber at Ashtabula, Ohio, $5,000; for continua- 
‘tion of harbor at Conneaut, Ohio, $5,000.’ Dis- 
| agreed to. ; 

| “Mr. SCHENCK moved: * For the continua- 
‘tion and repair of the Cumberland road, in the 
| States of Ohio, Indiana, and Hlinois, 000, viz: 
| $50,000 to be expended in Ohio, $100,000 in the 


|| State of Indiana, and $100,000 in the State of Iili- 
| nois.”? Agreed to: Ayes 61, noes 58. 

Mr. GENTRY moved: * For the improvement 
'| of the navigation of the Cumberland river, eee 
|| —$25,000 to be expended below Nashville, and 
,000 above Nashville.” Disagreed to. 

|| Mr. HAMPTON moved: “ For commencing 
| the breakwater at Crow Shoal, in the river Dela- 
| ware, $150,000.’ Disagreed to. : 

Mr. J. P. MARTIN moved: “ For the improve- 
ment of the Cumberland river, and clearing the 
obstructions at Smith’s Shoals, on said river, $50,- 

| 000.’’ Disagreed to. 

| Mr. MARTIN, of Wisconsin, moved: “ For 
| the harbor at Sheboygan, on Lake Michigan, 
|| $5,000.” Disagreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAM G. BROWN moved: “ For the 
improvement of the Monongahela river, im the 
States of Pennsylvania and Virginia, $100,000.” 











dividuals in the Louisville and Portland canal, pro- || Disagreed to. s 
vided he shall not give more than $130 per share.” |! Mr. ABBOTT moved: ‘ For the improvement, 
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in the harbor at Newbu 
of the Merrimack river, $25,000.” Disagreed to. | 

Mr. HOLMES, of New York, moved: ‘‘Also, | 
the further sum of $15,000 for the improvement | 
of the mouth of the Genesee river, on Lake On- 
torio, in the State of New York.’’ Disagreed to. 

Mr. SEVERANCE moved: “For the improve- 
ment of the Kennebec river, $15,000."’ Disagreed 


to. 

Mr. WHITE moved an additional appropria- 
tion for the improvement of the Hudson river, 
$50,000. Disagreed to. 


| 


mer ryport, of the navig 


ation || tion; which was seconded, and the main question 


} 
} 


|| minutes 


| 
| 


i 
} 


Mr. SAWYER moved as an amendment the || 


Wilmot proviso. 
The CHAIR ruled the amendment out of order. 
Mr. HAMPTON moved: * For completing road | 


from Cohamey lighi-house, New Jersey, to the || 


fast land, $2,590." Disagreed to. 


Mr. HUBBARD, of Connecticut, moved: ** For || 


the improvement of the harbor at the mouth of 
the Housatonic river, in the State of Connecticut, 
$10,000." Disagreed to. 

Mr. KAUFMAN moved: ‘* For the improve- | 
ment of the harbor at Sabine Pass, $10,000."’ 
Disagreed to. 

Mr. BOYD moved: “ For the construction of a 
marine hospital at Paducah, Kentucky, $10,000.”’ | 
Disagreed to. 

Mr. VANCE moved: “ For the improvement 
of the Maumee river, below the city of Maumee, 
$30,000 *? Disagreed to. 

Mr. NEWTON moved that, in addition to the 
appropriation for the improvement of Red _ river, 
one of the snag-boats of the Government shall be 
constantly kept in said river to remove the raft as 
it accumulates. Disagreed to. 





tee in their amendments. 

Mr. McDOWELL, of Ohio, moved, at twent 
before four o’clock, that the House ad- 
journ. The motion was rejected. 


The question was then put, and the amendment | 


of the committee was concurred in. 
The bill was then read through, and the item for 
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was ordered, viz: on concurring with the commit- | 
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i 
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n, on Lake Champlain, six thousand dollars, 
or the continuation of the breakwater structure at Platts. 
burg, on Lake ee: six thousand dollars. 
or the repairs and working of the steam-dredge on Lak 
Champicia, five thousand ee. , 
‘or the improvement of the harbor at Port 
Lake Ontario, three thousand dollars. ipen;.en 
For the improvement of the harbor at Oswego, on Lake 


| Ontario, ten thousand dollars. 


| four thousan 


the continuation of the Cumberland road, $250,000 | 


_—of which $50,000 to be expended in the State of 


diana, and $100,000 to be expended in Illinois, | 


was excepted to, and a separate vote was taken on 
ordering this item to be engrossed, by yeas and 
nays, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Arnold, Ashmun, William G. | 


Brown, Buffington, William W. Campbell, Carroll, Cran- 


ston, Cunningham, Garrett Davis, Delano, Douglass, John | 


H. Ewing, Foot, Giddings, Grider, Hale, Harper, Henley, 
Henry, Elias B. Holmes, 8. D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washing- 
ton Hunt, J. R. Ingersoll, D. P. King, Lewis, McClemand, 


| MeGanghey, McHenry, Mefivaine, Miller, Newton, Pollock, 
Rainsey, Ripley, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, | 


Runk, Sc®enck, Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert 


| Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, 
| Strohm, Thomasson, Benj. Thompson, Tibbatts, Tilden, 


Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, White, Wick, Winthrop, Wright, 
and Young—46l. : 
NAYS—Mezsers. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Barringer, 


| Bell, Benton, Biggs, James Black, James A. Black, Bowdon, 


Mr. BIGGS moved: ‘* For the improvement of | 


Roanoke Inlet, at or near Nag’s Head, in the State 
of North Carolina, $100,000.’’ Disagreed to. 

Mr. HOUGH moved the following items: “ For | 
the repairs and working of the steam dredge on 
Lake Champlain, $9,000; for the improvement of 
the harbor at Port Ontario, on Lake Ontario, | 
$10,000; for the improvement of the harbor at Os- 
wego, $35,000.” Disagreed to. 

The question was then taken on agreeing to the 


amendment of Mr. McCre.ianp, and it was 
agreed to. 
Mr. HOUGH moved to amend the bill by | 


striking out all thercof, and substituting therefor 
the following: 


~« That a sum of money be and the same is hereby appro 

riated, to be paid out of any unapproptiated money in the | 
Treasury, sufficient for the following purposes, viz: Forthe | 
continuation of the breakwater structure at Burlington, on | 
Lake Champlain, $10,000; for the continuation of the break- 
water stracture at Plattsburg, on Lake Champlain, £10,000; 
for the repairs and working of the steam dredge on Lake | 
Champlain, $9,000; for the improvement of the harbor at 
Port Ontario, on Lake Ontario, $10,000; for the improve- 
ment of the harbor at Oswego, on Lake Ontario, $25,000; 
for the improvement of Big Sodus Bay, on Lake Ontario, 
&5,000 ; for the improvement of the harbor at the mouth of | 
Genesee river, on Lake Ontario, 10,000; for the improve- | 
mentof the Oak Orchard harbor, State of New York, 85,009; 
for the constraction of a dredge-boat for Lake Ontario, 
$20,000; for repairing the harbor at Buffalo, on Lake Erie, 
and the continuation of the sea-wall for the protection of 
the same, $40,000; for improving the harbor at Dunkirk, on 
Lake Erie, $10,000; for improving the harbor at Erie, on 
Lake Erie, $20,000; for improving Grand River harbor, on | 
Lake Erie, $5,000; for improving the harbor at Cleveland, | 
on Lake Erie, $15,000; for improving the harbor at San- 
dusky City, on Lake Erie, $10,000; for improving the River | 
Raisin harbor, on Lake Erie, #8,000; for constructing a 
dredge-boat to be used on Lake Erie, $20,000; for improving 
the harbor at St. Joseph, on Lake Michigan, $10,000; for 
improving the harbor at Michigan City, on Lake Michigan, 
$20,000 ; for improving the harbor at Milwaukie, on Lake 
Michigan, $10,000; for improving the harbor at Chicago, on 
Lake Michigan, $12,000; for constructing a dredge-boat to 
be used on Lake Michigan, $20,000 ; for improving the har- 
bor at Boston, 230,000; for improving the harbor at Bridge- 
port, Connecticut, $10,000; for a survey and examination 
of the harbor at Providence, Rhode Island, $3,000 ; for com- 

leting the Delaware breakwater, 50,000 ; for improving the 
varbor at Baltimore city, $15,000; for improving Hog Island 
channel, at Charleston city, South Carolina, 820,000; for the 
improvement of Savannah harbor and the naval anchorage 
near Fort Pulaski, 340,000; for repairs and preservation of 
harbor works heretofore constructed on the Atlantic coast, 
$20,000,”" 

Mr. SCHENCK moved to amend the substitute 
by adding: ‘ For continuation of the Cumberland 
road, ,000—§50,000 to be expended in Ohio, 

100,000 in Indiana, and $100,000 in the State of 
llinois,’”” Agreed to. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Hoven's 
substitute, and it was disagreed to. 

The committee rose and reported the bill as 
amended. 


Mr. McCLELLAND moved the previous ques- | 


| son, Toombs, Tredway, Wentworth, Wheaton, Williams, | 


Bowlin, Boyd, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Burt, Catheart, 
Reuben Chapman, Cobb, Cocke, Cottrell, Crozier, Cullom, 
Darragh, De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Dockery, Dromgoole, 


|| Ohio, $100,000 to be expended in the State of In- |, 


For the improvement of Big Sodus bay, on Lake Outario 

dollars. ; 

For the improvement of the harbor at the mouth of Gen- 
= yee Lake Ontario, a tin doWars. 

or the improvement of the Oak hard 

of New Fark, teres thousand dollars, aun, Sate 

For the construction of a dredge-boat for Lake Outario 

twelve thousand dollars. , 

For repairing the harbor at Buffalo, on Lake Erie, and the 


| Continuation of the sea-wall for the protection of the same, 


Dantap, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, Foster, Garvin, Gentry, | 
| Giles, Gootyear, Gordon, Grover, Harmanson, Hastings, 
' Hough, George 8. Houston, Hungeriord, J. B. Hant. Jenkins, | 


W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Thomas Butler King, Leffler, 


La Sere, Long, McClean, McClelland, MeCrate, McDaniel, | 


Joseph J. McDowell, James McDowell, McKay, John P. 
Martin, Moulton, Niven, Norris, Payne, Perry, Pillsbury, 
Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Russell, Sawyer, Scammon, A. D. Siins, 


twenty-five thousand dollars. 

For improving the harbor at Dunkirk, on Lake Erie, five 
thousand dollars. 

For improving the harbor at Erie, on Lake Erie, twelve 
thousand dollars. 

For improving Grand River harbor, on Lake Erie, three 
thousand dollass. 

For improving the harbor at Cleveland, on Lake Erie, ten 


| thousand dollars. 


For improving the harbor at Sandusky City, on Lake Erie 
six thousand dollars. ¢ 

For improving the River Raisin harbor, on Lake Eric, five 
thousand dollars, : 

For constructing a dredge-boat, to be used on Lake Erie, 
twelve thousand dollars. 

For improving the harbor at St. Joseph, on Lake Michigan, 
six thousand dollars. 

For improving the harbor at Michigan City, on Lake Michi- 
gan, twelve thousand dollars. 

For improving the harbor at Chicago, on Lake Michigan, 
eight thousand dollars. 

For constructing a dredge-boat, to be used on Lake Michi- 


1} welve thous oMars. 
James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, G, |! Sor svaeeaione 


For constructing a breakwater structure at Stamford Ledge, 


' Maine, six thousand dollars. 


Simpson, St. John, Sykes, Janes Thompson, Jacob Thomp- || 


Wilmot, Wood, Woodrut?, Woodward, and Yost—91. 


So the House refused to order the above item to | 


be engrossed. 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and | 
read a third time, and was engrossed and read a 
| third time. 


The question recurred on the passage of the bill. 


For improving the harbor at Boston, seventeen thousand 
dollars. 

Por improving the harbor at Bridgeport, Connecticat, six 
thousand dollars. 

For a survey and examination of the harbor at Newark, 


| New Jersey, two thousaitd dollars. 


Mr. McCLELLAND moved the previous ques: || 
tion, and underits operation the bill was passed by: || 


yeas and nays, as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, 


Arnold, Ashmun, Blanchard, | 


Bowlin, Buffington, William W. Campbell, Carroll, Cath- | 
cart, Collamer, Cranston, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Delano, | 
De Mott, Douglass, Edsall, Ellsworth, Faran, Foot, Foster, || 


Fiddings, Giles, Goodyear, Grider, Grinnell, Hale, Hampton, 


Harper, Hastings, Henley, Henry, Elias B. Holmes, Hough, | 


John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Hunger, 
ford, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Joseph R. Inger- 


| soll, Jenkins, Daniel P. King, Thomas Butler King, Leffler- 
Lewis, Long, McClelland, McDaniel, Joseph J. McDowell, 


McHenry, McTivaine, Marsh, Miller, Morris, Moseley, New- 


ton, Pollock, Relfe, Ripley, Julius Rockwell, Jobn A. Rock- || 


well, Root, Runk, Russell, Seaman, Truman Smith, Albert 
Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stewart, St. John, 
Strohm, Sykes, Thibodaux, Thomasson, Benjamin Thomp- 
son, James Thompson, Tibbatts, Tilden, Trumbo, Vance, 


| Vinton, Wentworth, White, Winthrop, Wood, Wright, and 


Young—s9. 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Barringer, 
Bell, Benton, Biggs, James Black, James A. Black, Bowdon, 
Boyd, Brockenbrough, Brodhead, Milton Brown, William 
G. Brown, Burt, Reuben Chapman, Cobb, Cocke, Crozier, 
Cullom, Cunningham, Dillingham, Dobbin, Dockery, Drom- 
geole, Duniap, Erdman, Garvin, Gentry, Gordon, Grover, 
Harmanson, Hilliard, George 8. Houston, Edmund W. Hub- 


|| ard, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, 


| George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Lawrence, La Sere, 
| Lumpkin, McClean, McClernand, McCrate, James Mc- 


| 


Dowell, McGaughey, McKay, John P. Martin, Moulton, Ni- 
ven, Norris, Payne, Perrill, Perry, Pillsbury, Reid, Ritter, 
Sawyer, Scammon, Alexander D. Sims, Simpson, Jacob 
Thompson, Toombs, Tredway, Wheaton, Wick, Williams, 
Wilmot, Woodward, and Yost—72. 

Mr. McCLELLAND moved to reconsider the 
vote on the passage of the bill; and further moved 
that said motion be laid upon the table; which 
motion was agreed to. 

The title of the bill was read, viz: ‘A bill for 
continuing certain public works in the Territory 
of Wisconsin;” when— 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved to amend the same 
by adding thereto the following words: ‘ And for 
other purposes;’’ which was agreed to. 


The following is a copy of the bill: 
AN ACT to provide for continuation of certain public works 

in the Territory of Wisconsin, and for other purposes. 
_ Be it enacted, §c., That a sum of money be, and the same 
is hereby appropriated, to be paid out of any unappropriated 
anes in the treasury, sufficient for the following purposes, 
Viz: 

For the harbor at Milwaukie, six thonsand dollars. 

For the continuation of the breakwater structure at Bur- 


For a survey and examination of the harbor at Providence 
aud Block [sland, Rhode Island, two thousand dollars. 

4 se completing the Delaware breakwater, thirty thousand 
ollars. 

Nor improving the harbor at Baltiniore city, ten thousand 
dollars, 

For a survey and examination of the harbor at Havre-de- 
Grace, Maryland, fifteen hundred dollars. 

For improving Hog Island channel at Charleston city, 
South Carolina, ten thousand dollars. 

For the improvement of Savannah harbor and the naval 
anchorage near Fort Palaski, twenty-five thousand dollars. 

For a survey and examination of the harbor at Mobile, 
Alabama, four thousand dollars, 

For continuing the public works and removing the obstruc- 
tions in the Hudson river, twenty-five thousand dollars. 

For the improvement of the Ohio river above the falls at 
Louisville, forty thousand dollars. 

For the improvement of the Ohio river below the falls at 
Louisville, and of the Mississippi, Missouri, and Arkansas 
rivers, one hundred and fifty thousand dollars: Provided, 
That of this a sum not to exceed twenty-five thousand dol- 
lars may be applied to the improvement of the Mississippi 
river at St. Louis, in the discretion of the Secretary of War. 

For removing the raft of Red river, and for the improve- 


| ment of said river, twenty-five thousand dollars. 


| 


For repairs and preservation of harbor works heretofore 
constructed on the Atlantic coast, ten thousand dollars. 

For the removal of obstructions to the navigation at the 
entrance of Newark harbor, New Jersey, ten thousand dol- 


'| Jars. 


\ 
i 


| 
| 


| 
| 
} 
} 
} 
| 
| 


The House then adjourned. 





PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions were presented and re- 
ferred, unde. ihe rule: 
By Mr. TILDEN: The memorial of the citizens of Mas- 


| sillon, Ohio, praying for such modification of the tariff of 


1846 as will give protection to the manufacture of sulphate 
of quinine and mercurials. Also, the memorial of Daniel 
Upsen and sundry other citizens of Summit county, Ohio, 
praying for the construction of a railroad from Lake Michi- 
gan to the Pacific. 

By Mr. LEWIS: The petition of numerous inhabitants 
of Chautauque county, New York, praying for a speedy ter- 
mination of the war with Mexico. 

By Mr. SEAMAN: The memorial of Marshall Pierce and 
sixteen others, citizens of Saco and Biddeford, Maine, rela- 
tive to the division and disposal of the public lands. 

By Mr. M. L. MARTIN: The petition of citizens of 
Wisconsin for a mail route from Jamesville, via Fulton and 
Clarkville, to Rutland, in Dane county. Also, for a mail 
route from Wovens, via Hustis Rapids and Mayville, to 


Fond du Lac, in Fond du Lae county. 
By Mr. POLLOCK : The petition of George B. Buyers 
and 105 others, citizens of umberland county, Penn- 
some law to prevent the 


sylvania, praying Congress to pass 
immigration of foreign rs and criminals, and for an 
alteration of the noseniined on law c. 


By Mr. MORSE: The petition of James Woodburn, Hen- 
establishment of 


ry Curtis, and 128 others, praying for the 
a-mail route from to Monroe, Louisiana. 

By Mr. REID: The memorial of David Taylor, asking 
dd ation to pay*a settled account against the 

n ‘s. 

By Mr. W. HUNT: The petition of Francis C. Tread- 








1847. 








well, Horace Greeley, and John Windt, praying that certain | 
plie vessels may be employed in transporting provisions | 
mo the famishing people of Ireland. 





| 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, February 22, 1847. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
the following letter; which was read: 


Senate Cuamber, February 22, 1847. 
Sir: In order that the vacancy in the Board of Regents of 


| 
| 


i 


i 


| 


} 
i 
' 
| 


| 


|| troduced a bill to authorize the re!inquishment of 


the Smithsonian Institution, which will be occasioned by || 


the termination of my term of office as a Senator, may be 
rovided for at the present session of Congress, I hereby 
signify to you iny resignation as a member of that Board. 

[ have the honor to be, with great respect, your obedient | 
servant, GEO. EVANS. 

To the Hon. Georce M. Dautias, 

ice President, §c. 

On motion by Mr. BREESE, the Vice Presi- 
dent was authorized to fill the vacancy in the Board | 
of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, caused 
by the resignation of Mr. Evans, 

Mr. Pearce was appointed, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
the following letter; which was read: 
To the honorable Senate of the United States: 

An article appeared in the Union on the 9th of February, | 
signed ‘¢ Vindicator,” which gave rise to a discussion in the | 
Senate, and, finally, the adoption of a resolution excluding 


| 
| 
| 
} 
| 
j 


| 


| 





i 
| 
| 


| of William Cat 
|| Slyck, reported them without amendment. 


Finance was discharged from the further consider- | 

ation of the petition of Martin Renehan, and it was | 

referred to the Committee of Claims. 
SCHOOL LANDS. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiar=, (on leave,) in- | 


the sixteenth section in certain cases, and the se- | 


lection of other lands in Jieu thereof, in the State of || 


Louisiana, and for other purposes; which was read 


‘| a first and second time, by unanimous consent, | 


and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
PRIVATE BILLS. 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee of Claims, to 
whom had been referred the bill from the House 
for the relief of the legal representatives of William 
Bunce, reported the same without amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- | 
mittee on Pensions, to whom had been referred the 
petitions of Nehemiah Brush, George Petty, and 
Isaac Davenport, severally asking pensions, report- 


‘| ed adversely thereon, and the reports were ordered 


to be printed. 
Mr. J., from the same committee, to whom had 

been referred thgsbills from the House for the relief 

, and for the relief of John Yan 


THE STATE OF WISCONSIN. 
Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 


the editors of the Union from the privilege of admission to | diciary, to whom had been referred the bill from 


the floor of the Senate Chamber. 

Having been absent from the city during the whole time, 
and not being one of the editors, but simply one of the pro- 
prietors and the business partner, I respectfully beg leave to 
inquire whether I am to be inc!uded in the resolution re- | 
ferred to? Very respectfully, &c., &e., 

JOHN P. HEISS, 
Printer to the Senate. 

Wasuinoton, February 22, 1847. 


PETITIONS. 


Mr. WEBSTER, in presenting a petition from || 


fifteen hundred citizens of Boston, Massachusetts, | 
praying the adoption of pacific measures for ter- 
minating the war with Mexico, said that it would | 
have been easy to have obtained ten times the | 
number of signatures appended to this memorial. | 
If he understood anything of the general sentiment | 
pervading all parts of the country, there did exist | 
a very decided desire that the war with Mexico | 
should be brought to a speedy and honorable ter- | 
mination. The petition was then, on Mr. W.’s | 
motion, laid upon the table. 

Mr. BREESE presented a preamble and reso- | 
lution, passed by the Legislature of the State of 
lilinois, instructing the Senators, and requesting 
the Representatives of that State in Congress, to 
use their exertions to procure the adjustment and 
payment, by the United States, of the claims for 
advances to the troops in the Illinois campaign, 
under the command of General George Rogers | 
Clark, in 1778 and 1779; which were referred to | 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to | 
be printed. 

Also, a resolution, passed by the same Legisla- | 
ture, instructing the Senators, and requesting the 
Representatives from Alabama, to use their exer- 
tions to procure a grant of land to aid in the com- | 
pletion of the Northern Cross and Central railroad 
in that State; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. DIX presented the memorial of the Chamber 
of Commerce of the city of New York, prayin 
the establishment of a bureau of hydrography an 
longitude; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CILLEY presented a petition of citizens of 
New Hampennns praying the adoption of pacific 
measures for terminating the war with Mexico; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

_Mr. MASON nted a preamble and resolu- 
tions, passed by the General Assembly of the State 
of Virginia, in favor of the adoption of vigorous 
measures for the prosecution of the war with Mex- 
ico, and tendering the thanks of the General As- 
sembly to the President of the United States for the 
ustice, firmness, and eminent ability with which 
e has conducted. the war with ico; which 
were read and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a memorial of a committee of the Faculty 
of the University of Virginia, praying the estab- 
lishment of a bureau of hydrography and longitude; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 


On motion by Mr. EVANS, the Committee on 
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|| held, to fill vacancies of regimental or company officers, oc- 


|| the House for the admission of the State of Wis- | 


consin into the Union, reported the same without | 
amendment. 


ORGANIZATION OF THE TEN REGIMENTS. 
On motion by Mr. BENTON, the prior orders 
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the subject should take such direction as the Sen- 
ate might choose to give it. He had felt some dif- 


| ficulty on the subject when the bill came first under 


his consideration. He suggested, however, that 
the provision was in accordance with a precedent, 


| to which he referred. 


i} 


} 


A short debate ensued, (of which indisposition 
ee the reporter from taking notes,) in which 
essrs. WEBSTER, CRITTENDEN, MORE- 


_HEAD,CALHOUN, and HUNTINGTON, sup- 
— the proposition of Mr. Atcnison, and Mr. 


UTLER and Mr. CASS opposed it. 
Mr. MOREHEAD asked for the yeas and nays; 


which were ordered. 


The question was then taken on the motion to 
strike out, and decided in the affirmative: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Ashiey, Atchison, Badger, Ber- 
rien, Breese, Calhoun, Cilley, Thos, Clayton, John M. Ciay- 
ton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, Evans, Greene, 
Hannegan, Huntington, Jarnaginy Johnson of Louisiana, 


| Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Rusk, Simmons, and 


Webster—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Bright, Butler, 
Cass, Chalmers, Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Mason, Niles, 
Sevier, Soulé, Sturgeon, Turney, and Westcott—17. 

Mr. DIX moved to amend the bill, by adding a 
new section, providing that the President may bre- 
vet such of the non-commissioned officers as shall 


particularly distinguish themselves, upon the rec- 


ommendation of the commanding officer of the regi- 


| ment, and attach them to companies, with the rank 


and pay of second lieutenants, provided that not 
more than one shall be attached to each com- 
pany. - 

Mr. WESTCOTT moved to amend the amend- 


| ment, by striking out ‘* upon the recommendation 


were suspended, and the Senate resumed the con- || 


making provision for an additional number of gen- 
eral officers, and for other purposes. 
The question pending was upon agreeing to the 


motion of Mr. Arcnison, to strike out the follow- |! 


ing from the fifth section of the bill: 


*¢ And that the President be, and he is hereby, further au- 
thorized to fill by regular promotion, or cause elections to be 


casioned by death or resignation, or other cause, in the sev- 

eral volunteer regiments or corps now in the service of the | 
United States in Mexico, or which may be received during | 
the existing war with Mexico, and to commission the offi- | 
cers for the same.”? | 


Bie. TSUN TINGTON said; it appenred:to-bies) tain of the company would be most likely to know 


that the remarks which fell from the Senator from | 
Missouri, when he offered this amendment, were | 
entitled to great consideration. 
that the President should fill any vacancies which 
might occur in the officers of the volunteer compa- 
nies by appointments of his own. 
cepted the services of these volunteers as they | 
were organized by the State authorities. If we | 
were to ingraft in this bill a provision giving the | 
President authority to appoint officers to fill vacan- | 
cies which might occur, there would be an incon- | 
gruous mixture of Federal and State officers in the | 
same companies, which would be destructive to | 
their harmony. As we had accepted the volun- | 
teers as they were organized by the States, it ap- | 
eee to him that vacancies should also be filled | 
y the State authorities. They were generally | 
from the western portion of the country, and the | 
Governors could make the appointments whenever | 
they were required. 
Mr. DIX inquired of the Senator from Mis- | 
souri what provision he intended to propose as a | 
substitute if this clause was stricken out, or how | 
were the vacancies to be filled? 
Mr. ATCHISON said he proposed to substitute 
nothing. He had made an admission on Satur- 


j 
| 
| 


We had ac- || 


| 


| sideration, as in committee of the whole, of the bill |; 


The bill provided || 


of the commanding officer of the regiment,” so as 
to leave it altogether to the President to judge of 
the propriety of granting the distinction upon such 
evidence as he may receive, without tying him 
down to the certificate of the colonel of the regi- 
ment. 

Mr. CAMERON moved to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out “* commanding officer of the 
regiment,” and inserting ‘‘ captain of the compa- 
ny. 

Mr. DIX expressed a hope that the amendment 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania would not pre- 
vail, 

Mr. WEBSTER thought that if it was to be 
confined to one individual in a company, the cap- 


who was the meritorious individual, as the colonel 
was not always present with every company. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said the power was too 
great to be conferred on the captain. The circum- 
stances which would entitle an individual to a 
brevet could not be done in a corner, but would be 
known to all his comrades, and must reach the 
commanding officer. He hoped the amendment 
would not prevail; and if not, he would move an 
amendment to embrace every soldier who exhibit- 
ed extraordinary gallantry so far as to give him a 
certificate of merit, entitling him, not to rank, but 
to additional pay. 

Mr. CAMERON contended that additional pay 
would be no inducement. There were many indi- 
viduals to be found in the ranks capable of com- 
manding a regiment, and to these honor of promo- 
tion would be far more than a few dollars. Ever 
one looked to promotion. He hoped the amend- 


_ment alluded to by the Senator from Kentucky 


| 
i 
| 


day which he now desired to take back. He had || 


said it was expedient. He would now say he did | 
not think it was. The President had now the | 
power to call on the State Governors to fill the | 
vacancies by election, or otherwise, and it could be | 
done as speedily as if the President made the | 
appointments, and perhaps more so. When a) 
captaincy became vacant, the colonel could fill, | 
according to seniority.. His duty required that, in 
such a case, he should issue a commission to the 

first lieutenant. If it was to be done by election, 
he could order the company to = to elect. | 
There was no necessity for any substitute. Should | 
@ vacancy occur in the Missouri ee the | 
Governor should be notified, and he could have the 

election made as soon as the President could. 

There was no occasion to confer any power. 


Mr. DIX expressed his entire willingness that 


would not prevail. 
After a few words from Mr. CALHOUN, Mr. 
WESTCOTT, and Mr. DIX, the amendment of 


| Mr. Westcorr was negatived. 


2 De Rana of Mr. Cameron was also ne- 
gatived. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN then moved to amend the 
amendment, by adding the following, which was 
agreed to: 

“ And wh soldier di 
ceil, tos Promdaet ae te Sea oo oe wate 
cate of which shall entitic him to an increase of pay 
at the rate of two dollars per month.'” 

Mr. ALLEN moved to amend the amendment 
by striking out the iso, limiting the number 


of non-commissi officers who shall be brevet- 
ted, to the number of companies. 


Mr. DIX explained that the section as offered 
by him would create two hundred and fifty new 
officers. 

The amendment of Mr. ALLen was not agreed 


Mr: BREESE moved to amend the amendment 
of Mr: Dix, so ay to make it apply to those whe 
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may have already distinguished themselves, as || power to bring that war to a speedy and honorable 


well as those who may hereafter do so. 

Mr. DIX accepted this as a modification of his 
own, and the amevdment as amended was agreed 
to. 


No further amendment having been offered, the | ance made to this further appropriation, on the || to the most serious consideration, 


bill was reported to the Senate; and the question 
being upon coneurring in the amendments, they 


| termination. Congress had not hesitated to pro- 
'| vide such appropriations as had enabled the Gov- 
| ernment to prosecute the war, and to carry it into 
| the very heart of Mexico; why, then, was resist- 

ground that the war is unjust, ill-timed, unpro- 
| voked, and unconstitutional; that it is the Presi- 





Feb. 22, 





i} - 

| rious in it—something that might lead to moment. 
|| ous consequences; for the honorable Senator from 
|| Delaware came over to his (Mr. 8.’s) side of the 
|| Senate, and imparted the fact to the honorable 
| Senator from South Carolina as something entitled 
Now, sir, | 
| dare to assert, that upon such a communication 
| a Statesman whose whole course of public life has 


were concurred in with the exception of that re- | dent’s war, and not the war of the people; and || been stamped with all the characteristics of a 


quiring all the additional officers appointed under 
the bill to be discharged at the end of the war, and 
that authorizing the employment of a clerk by 
each paymaster in the service, at a salary of seven 
hundred dollars per annum. 

The question being on concurring in the amend- 


| therefore that we ought either to deny these new 


| subsidies, or so to qualify them, as to bear upon | 


that policy which the Government may deem it 
| proper to adopt in relation tothe war? He wished 
| to ascertain what was the true position of the Gov- 
| ernment in relation to these momentous matters. 


most ee wn mind and an unsuspected purity 
would not have hesitated to stop the Presiden: ‘if 
/he had considered that the dangers which after. 
| wards have been seen were involved in such an 
order. He had before his eye that mysterious re. 
lation which exists between the destinies of the 


ment requiring all the additional officers under the || He wanted to feel the pulse of its policy, in order || United States and the destinies of Mexico; he had 


bill to be discharged at the end of the war, 
Mr. BREESE explained, that as he understood 


some of these officers would be taken from the | the circumstances under which it was brought | 


ordnance corps, and as he had no desire that these 
should be discharged at the end of the war, he had 
excepted this proposition. 

Mr. DIX said that the companies of artillery 
would be required in time of peace to garrison our 
forts. He would wish that the mounted compa- 
nies should be dismounted, but not Gachaneed o 
that period. 

‘The amendment was then concurred in. 

The question then being on concurring in the 
amendment authorizing each paymaster to em- 
ploy a clerk at a salary of $700, 

Mr. DIX said he had already given the reasons 
for this amendment. 

Mr. ATCHISON said he had listened to these 
reasons but had not been convinced by them. He 
referred to the number of applicants which could 
he found for these offices at the low salary of 
$500. 

Mr. DIX said that the appointments were to be 
made hy the paymasters, consequently there would 
he no applicants, as they were usually taken from 
the line. He alluded to the increase of duties in 
consequence of the necessity of paying specie, as 
rendering the increase of salary proper. 

Mr. SEVIER moved to lay the bill on the table, 
and the motion being agreed to, 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
special order. 

THREE MILLION BILL. 
The Senate then, on motion by Mr. SEVIER, 


resumed the consideration, as in committee of the | 


whole, of the bill making further appropriation to 
bring the existing war with Mexico to a speedy 
and honorable conclusion. 

Mr. JOHN M. CLAYTON rose and said that 
he desired to ask a word of explanation from the 
Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] relative to 
the letter of Mr. Marks. In the report of the re- 
marks of the honorable Senator the other day, on 
that subject, it was stated that ‘‘it was important 
to notice that the following significant paragraph in 
the letter to Mr. Buchanan was not published : 

* Independently of my personal services, I have travelled 
= = own expense, disbursing upwards of two thousand 
NIATS. 

He (Mr. C.) desired to know if the honorable 
Senator had made that statement after having him- 
self seen the letter in question in the Department 
of State? 


Mr. CASS said he would reply after the Sena- || 


tor from Louisiana had concluded. 
Mr. CLAYTON. Very well. I had no desire 


_ that his vote might be predicated upon truth—upon _ 


a due appreciation of the merits of the war, and of 


| about. 


He wanted to inquire into the causes of the war— | 


into its merits, its character, its probable termina- 
tion. 

First, as to the causes of the war. 

|| two-fold. There were remote cag. There were 
imr@ediate causes. 
Asto the latter, there could be but little difficulty. 
With regard to the former, it was not so easy to 
reconcile the minds of those who studied them. 
| He believed that the remote causes of the existing 
difficulties between Mexico and the United States, 
| were to be sought in the character of our institu- 
| tions—in that indestructible principle of the right 
of a nation to govern itself. It could notbe denied 
that the annexation of Texas to this Confederacy 
| was the only cause of the war. From the day that 
Texas was annexed, Mexico regarded the United 

| States with the eye of an enemy. She regarded 
| the whole of Texas as her property. Distracted, 
worn out, incapable of defending her own dignity, 
as she was, Mexico ceased not to have her eye 
| upon Texas, and proclaimed to the world that she 


never would surrender her dominion over that ter- || 


| ritory. 

| The honorable gentleman then entered into an 
| elaborate historical review of the various questions 
| connected with the limits and annexation of Texas. 


|| He showed that Texas had always maintained the 
|| Rio Grande as her boundary, and that it was with 


that boundary that she had come into the United 
State. Texas came into the United States with 
her boundaries unchanged, and without any modi- 
fication of her geographical physiognomy. The 
' claim of Mexico extended to the whole of Texas. 


She never intended to surrender an inch of that prov- | 


ince; and if she was right about the space between 
the Nueces and the Rio Grande, she was equally 
right as to the space between the Nueces and the 
Sabine. 


Well, then, were the United States at liberty to || 
Why, that | 


| surrender a portion of that territory ? 
| would have ee a flagrant violation of the implied 
| contract which the joint resolutions of Congress 
had completed. Could the President of the United 
| States take upon himself the responsibility of such 
| an assumption as that Texas, after becoming one 
of the United States, had ceased to have her limits 
/up to the RioGrande? Hecould not. And if he 
|| could not surrender any part of that territory, how 
could it be that this was the President’s war? 
| The honorable gentleman then proceeded to nar- 
| rate the circumstances connected with the military 


They were | 
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to interrupt the honorable Senator, whom I under- | operations on the frontier of Texas previous to the 
stood as yielding, in order to allow this explana- || battles of the 8th and 9th of May, to show that 
tion. 2 ' the measures of the Executive had been wise and 
Mr. SOULE hoped it would not be considered | justified by the circumstances. Paredes came into 
a rash attempt on his part that he should presume | power with the avowed intention of prosecuting 
to address the Senate on the momentous questions | frostilities against the United States; and was it to 
brought into debate here by the bill under constd- | be sapposed that the Executive of the United 
eration. He was aware of the difficulty of the || States was to remain a passive spectator of what 
undertaking, and he would not have committed || was going on on the frontier of the Rio Grande? | 
himself to it, if he had been at liberty to consult | Still, he only gave his orders to General Taylor | 
his own feelings and his own incliaations. But |, on the 13th of January, and it was two months | 
an insuppressable sense of duty demanded that he || afterwards when General Taylor left his camp at | 
should lay before the Senate, and, through the Corpus Christi. Was it known in Washington 
Senate, before his constituents, what were his that such an order had been issued? Was it a | 
opinions and views in relation to these matters in | mystery? No. They had been told by the hon- | 
which the State he had the honor to represent in orable Senator from Delaware (Mr. Joun M. | 
part was so deeply interested. He felt bound to | Crayron] that he was cognizant of the fact as early | 
obey that sacred feeling, and he now proceeded to _ as the middle of January. He imparted that in- | 
the task. formation to the honorable and distinguished Sen- | 
We are at war; and the bill before the Senate | ator from South Carolina [Mr. Catnoun.] Thus 
demanded an appropriation of three millions of | it was known. Well, what took place? Clearly 
dollars, with the view to enable the Executive || the order was considered as having something se- 


‘| remain silent amongst his own 


before him the authority of the Constitution. He 
| could not, would not, eal surrendered the one 
nor the other: he did not. But he had good rea. 
|| sons, and gave good reasons, why he should not 
have acted. He was then so situated that his jn- 
|| terposition in a matter of this kind might, in some 
respects, have affected his influence in another 
matter of most serious importance. But that reason 
|could not have actuated the honorable Senator 
_from-Delaware. 

| Mr. J.M. CLAYTON. Will the Senator per. 
| mit me to inform him that, at the time when I felt 
| myself, as I said the other day, utterly powerless 
|| in the Senate, being one of a minority, I did make 
/an attempt to have the subject introduced into the 
|other House of Congress. I mentioned the sub- 
_ ject to a distinguished gentleman of the other 
|| House of the National Legislature, and he did, 
''on the 3d of February of that year, make all the 
|| movement which was in his power, in order to 
| obtain intelligence in relation to this subject, and, 
if possible, to arrest the proceedings of the Exe- 
cutive in regard to the march of the army to the 
| Rio Grande. I call the attention of the honorable 
| Senator to the record: 

“House of Representatives, Journal of last session, Feb 3. 
| Mr. Asumun (by leave) offered the following resolution; 
which was read and laid on the table one day under the rule: 


* Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to communicate to the House of Representatives 
| 





| any information in his possession not heretofore communi- 
| eated which affects the relations existing between the Uni- 
| ted States and the republic of Mexico, and particularly 
| whether the army or navy of the United States, or any part 
| of either, has been ordered to move towards that republic, 
}, and what occurrences have come to the knowledge of the 
|| President to require such a movement.” 


| I will now show him how powerless a motion of 
the same character would probably, nay certainly 
| would have been in this body. ‘The Senator will 
pardon me for reading from the speech of the gen- 
| tleman who introduced the resolution in the other 
House. [The honorable Senator here read from 

the speech of Mr. Ashmun, whose resolution was 
|| rejected in the House by a large majority. | 


Mr. SOULE proceeded. The honorable Sena- 
| tor has still farther fortified my position. Sir, my 
|| position is this, that in January, 1846, it was gen- 
| erally known that General Taylor had been ordered 
| ed to take post on the eastern bank of the Rio 
|, Grande. 

| Mr. J.M. CLAYTON. Not generally known. 
| Mr. SOULE. The gentleman says it was not 
‘| generally known. I presume to assert that it was 
'| generally known in Congress. I may presume to 
| state, that while the honorable Senator from Dela- 
| ware came to this side of the Senate and communi- 
cated the fact to the honorable Senator from South 
Carolina, it is more than probable that he did not 
olitical friends. 





tor must have considered either that this march to 
the Rio Grande was not such as would endanger 


| One of two things, then, must follow: the Sena- 
} 


| 
| 
i 
j 


|| the peace either of Mexico or of the United States; 


or he must have come to the conclusion that if it 
| should, it would be the fault of Mexico, otherwise 
| how could the Senator justify himself for his si- 
lence? An attempt was made in the other House? 
Why was not that attempt made in the Senate. 
| And if made, who can say what would have been 
the result of the attempt? What I want to state 
here is this : that although the Government did not 
_ think proper to lay before the world the intended 
| movements of the army, yet gentlemen knew it; 
they had it from some source, and an attempt was 
| made to lay it before the other House. It might 
have been Taid before this House. We have an ex- 
planation why one of the distinguished Senators 
did not act. He had ample reasons. He justified 
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his silence. But on the other side, whence the 
scruples >—where the difficulty ? | 
The honorable gentleman went on to show that || 
Mexico took the initiative in this war, and then || 
sroceeded to comment on, the position of the honor- | 
able Senator from Georgia (Mr. Berrien.) If he || 
(Mr. 8.) understood that gentleman, Mexico had i 
some vague claim against ‘Texas, and the question | 
of boundary is still open to the chances and haz- | 
ards of negotiation. Provided the imaginative mind | 
of Mexico could be brought to suppose that she | 
had some right to a portion of the territory of | 
Texas, the United States ought to indemnify her | 
liberally. He (Mr. 8.) thought that annexatjon | 
had settled that question. He thought that the || 
Senator from Georgia was also somewhat incon- \| 
sistent in denouncing the war as unconstitutional, || 
ill-timed, and unprovoked, and yet declaring, at | 
the same time, that it should be prosecuted with | 
vigor. } 
‘Mr. BERRIEN explained. The inconsistency || 
which the Senator imagined to exist in the recom- | 
mendation which he (Mr. B.) had made when ad- | 
dressing the Senate was this: that, having stated || 
this war to have been unnecessarily commenced— | 
commenced by the usurpation of power on the part 
of the Executive which belonged to Congress—he 
(Mr. B.) should, nevertheless, have recommended 
jis vigorous prosecution. Now, his (Mr. B.’s) | 
proposition was this: In his judgment, the war was | 
unnecessarily commenced by an act of power which 
did not belong to the President of the United States. | 
But it existed. It had been recognised by Con- || 
gress, and he was willing to unite in the redemp- | 
tion of the pledge which that recognition gave. But | 
to relieve the country from the imputation of prose- | 
cuting this war with a view to the dismemberment | 
of Mexico, he would proclaim to Mexico and the | 
world what he proposed by the proviso which he | 
offered to the Senate. He would relieve the coun- | 
try from the imputation of prosecuting an unjust | 
war. He would limit the claims of the United 
States against Mexico to those which we had; and 
then, if Mexico refused that proffered boon of peace | 
upon terms which might consist with the rights of | 
both countries, then he would prosecute the war | 
with vigor. He hoped he was now understood on | 
that subject. With regard to the boundary of | 

















himself, in his own mind, knew what to take from 
that policy. In order to ascertain the best policy, 
it was necessary to study the character of the great 
mass of the population of Mexico. That charac- 
ter was but little understood. Travellers had de- 
scribed only the large cities. Four-fifths of the 


opulation were plunged in the deepest ignorance. | 
heir character might be appreciated from the an- | 
swer of a viceroy of Spain, who, on his return to | 


Madrid, was interrogated by Charles the Fourth, 
with respect to the occupation of the people of 


Mexico. ‘Oh, sire,” said the viceroy, ‘‘ they are || 
y y 


firing rockets and ringing bells. They have been 


doing so, they are now doing so, and they will do | 


so till the end of time, unless you should think 
proper to interdict these delightful and intellectual 


amusements!’’ The King was surprised. ‘ How | 


is it?” he asked. ‘Oh,’’ said the viceroy, “ they 
imagine that the Great Being is taking a nap, and 
they want to awake him.’? They were in fact a 
people entirely incapable of fanaticism, either in 
religion or politics, But there was one fanaticism 


of which they were susceptible, the fanaticism of |) 
| the soil, of which, however, they were not the 


owners, and that fanaticism would be found a very 
serious impediment in the prosecution of such a 
coer as that ieeiented by the Senator from 
ichigan. 
As for himself, he would tender again to Mexico 
a peace; and for the purpose of enabling the Presi- 


the bill before the Senate. If refused by Mexico, 
he would then take a military position in the healthy 
region in the interior of Mexico, keeping open a 
line of communication with the sea at Vera Cruz; 
he would levy contributions on the clergy, mer- 
chants, and great land owners, and issue warrants 
payable by Mexico at the end of the war. Ina 
word, he would bring Mexico to the feet of the 
United States. 

Adverting to the dissensions which had prevailed 


Senator spoke of the recent course of the Senate 


tate to say, that the knowledge of that act of the 





Texas, he had not said that he would acquiesce in | 
any suggestion which the lively imagination of 
Mexico might make as to the boundary of Texas; 
but he had said that in their public State papers | 
anterior to and up to the time of annexation, the 
Government of the United States had distinctly | 
avowed that the question of the boundary of Texas 
was an unsettled question, and therefore open to | 
negotiation, and he had said that inasmuch as the 
Government of the United States had declared it to 
be a question open to negotiation, it was not a 
question, without negotiation, to be settled by force 
of arms. 

Mr. SOULE could not perceive that his position 
had been in any way weakened by the explana- 
tion of the Senator. He (Mr. S.) supposed that 
he must be wrong, as he was so unfortunate as to 
differ from the coeeuthie Senator, but he held 
it to be a principle, that if the war was unjust, 
although begun, it ought to cease. Were the 
United States, at this stage of their history, to 
announce to the civilized world that they were 
prosecuting an unjust war—a war begun in cir- 
cumstances which did not justify it—a war brought 
about by an unjust sunt of Presidential power, 
and that they should prosecute it vigorously? He 
did not—he could not understand it. As to the 
boundary of Texas, the existence of such State 
pee as those to which the honorable Senator 

ad alluded, did not affect it at all. A statesman 
might have been led into error, but his error could 
not vitiate the title; it could not affect the right. 
Mexico herself had never disputed the Rio Grande 
as being the boundary of Texas. It was the bound- 
ary of the Sabine that she disputed. The honor- 
able Senator then adverted to the line of policy 
recommended by the honorable Senator from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Carnoun,] in the prosecu- 
tion of the war, which he regarded as impractica- 
ble. It would require a large force, and a great 
expenditure, without the results which were an- 
ticipated. _Still there were contingencies whose 
occurrence might render that line available. _ 

_ As to the policy of the Senator from Michigan, 
it was calculated to arouse the feelings of a soldier; 
those bold, chivalric impulses siich.inooiaed the 





ico, and if any negotiations had been in progress, 


they would have Deen seriously jeoparded. The || 


freedom of the press was intimately associated with 
some of the dearest remembrances of his own life. 


The exercise in his own case of the freedom of the || 
press had brought upon him the sentence of a des- || 
potic king and the mandate of his slavish judges, | 
which had driven him to this country, and never, | 


never, would he lend his assistance to anything 
which might be calculated to assail that last bul- 
wark of our liberty, when everything else shall be 
| gone. He recalled to the recollection of Senators 
the famous reply of Nero—who, he said, certainly 
could not be accused of too much indulgence— 
when consulted about some rhymes which a cer- 


tain satirist had written against him. The emper- | 


or was asked what the Senate ought to do with the 
poet. The reply was: ‘* Let them do as they please 
—let them forgive.” 

The honorable gentleman then concluded with 
an impassioned appeal to the sense of justice of the 
Senate, in defence of southern constitutional! rights 
and immunities, which had been threatened in the 
course of the discussions on the war. 

Mr. EVANS next took the floor, but indicated 
his desire to postpone his remarks until to-mor- 
row. 

The bill was accordingly passed over infor- 
mally. . 

Mr. FAIRFIELD then moved to proceed to the 
consideration of executive business, but withdrew 
the motion at the request of Mr. Cass, who de- 
sired to reply to the question propounded to him 
by the honorable Senator from Delaware. 


THE LETTERS OF MR. MARKS. 


Mr. J. M. CLAYTON then re-stated the ques- 
tions which he had propounded before the honor- 
able Senator from Louisiana proceeded to address 
the Senate. 

Mr. CASS said, in answer, that a letter was 

blished in the Charleston Mercury, from Mr. 

arks to General Taylor, together with a letter 
from Mr. Marks to the Department of State, com- 
municating the letter to General Taylor. 

(The following are the letters:] 


martial leader; and yet he (Mr. S.) was inclined i 
to believe that, like a good general, the Senator | 


dent to come to that, he would cheerfully vote for || 


in regard to this war with Mexico, the honorable | 


towards the editors of the Union. He did not hesi- || 
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(Copy-] 
“Vintace or Curva, on THE River San Juan, 
« September 23, 1845. 
“Sr: Lhave the honor to inform you, that I have had 
several conferences at Monterey with General Mariano 
| Arista, commander-in-chief of the Mexican forces on the 
| frontier of the Rio Grande, in relation to the differences at 
| present existing between the United States and Mexico, and 


|| Tam pleased to state to you that from the opinions and views 


| he made Known to me, the Cabivset of Mexico is disposed to 
enter into an amicable arrangement with the United States, 
| in relation to the boundary, and all other momentous ques- 
tions. Although I was not clothed with any official author- 
ity, [took upon myself, as a citizen of the United States, 
| desiring to see the two countries in harmony of friendship, 


|| to say, that it has ever been, and is the policy and sincere 


| wish of the Government and people of the United States, to 

| cultivate the good-will and friendship of the sister re publics 

of the American continent, and most especially Mexico, and 

that I was confident the United States would make a liberal 
settlement with Mexico relative to the boundary question. 

** As General Arista was under the impression that I was 

| a secret agent of the United States, though I declared to him 

quite contrary, and that I was only acting as a private indi- 

| vidual, endeavoring to avoid a reeourse to arms between 

the two countries, be nevertheless thought it advisable to 


|| send a minute of our conferences to his Government, end 


assured me that there will be no declaration of war on the 
part of Mexico, until I ean proceed on to Washington and 


|| lay before the President the views of Mexico, of which I 


| aim possessed. 
* General Arista pledged his honor to me that no large 
| body of Mexican troops should crose the feft bank of the Rio 


| Grande ; thatouly small parties—notto exceed two hundred 
| men—should be permitted to go as far as the Arroya Colorado 


|| (twenty leagues from the Rio Grande,) and that they would 


| be strictly ordered only to prevent Indian depredations and 
| illicit trade. I then had no hesitation in assuring him that 
you would not commit any aggressive ac! against Mexico or 
her citizens, and that you would solely maintain the position 
| you at present occupy at or near the Nueces river. I trust, 
in having made this assurance to him, though, I agrin re- 
| peat, I did it as a private citizen of the United States, it will 
|| meet with yourapprobation and be adhered to, as, in agreat 


|| measure, peace depends on your prudent movements in this 
|| particular. General Arista spoke also of Indian incursions 


| on the frontier of the Rio Grande, and is under the impres- 
|| sion that they could be prevented hy the troops under your 
}| command, as the Indians always come from the Nueces 
|| river. I expressed my profound regret at the frequent atro- 
|| cious acts of the Indians, and said that you would no doubt, 
in future, use all endeavors to prevent them, as the United 
|| States was bound, by the treaty of April, 1831, to prevent 
|| them as far as possible. He suggested that if you would 
|! station a body of cavalry at the pass of San Salas, (head- 

| waters of the Nueces,) through which mountain pass they 
|| invariably proceed to the Rio Grande, it would effectually 

' 


check them. , 
“TI shall leave this village to-morrow for Matamoros, to 


ea. : || which port I shall arrive in three days; from thence I will 
Senate would have a most se effect in Mex- || 


embark in the first vessel for the United States, proceeding 


|| immediately on to Washington, to lay before the President 


the information and views of Mexico which I am possessed 
of. In the meantime, should you decree this note of suffi- 


|| cient importance, I trust that you will transmit a copy of it 


|| by express to the Government, as, by timely information, 
much good may result therefrom. 

“T beg to congratulate you that the door is opened to an 
amicable adjustment of the vexatious questions between 
the United States and Mexico, and feel happy in having 
been instrumental in this great and good object. I am with 
great respect, sir, your obedient servant, 

“ISAAC D, MARKS. 
|| To Gen. Z. Taytor, 


i] OCom’g the U. States troops at Corpus Christi, Texas,” 


“ New Or.eans, October 29, 1845. 
“Sir: [have the honor to transmit herewith, ‘copy’ of 
| a letter I addressed to General Z. Taylor, at Corpus Christi, 
from the village of China, (Mexico.) I despatched it by 
|| special courier to him, but was subsequently informed that 
the express was detained at the town of Camargo, (on the 
Rio Grande,) up to the 7th instant, by reason of the con- 
tinual and heavy rains. I beg leave to add, that J arrived in 
this city yesterday from Matamoros, and will leave to-mor- 
row for Washington. Iam, witb great ee &e. 

“T. D. MARKS. 

“To the Hon. James Bucnanan, Secretary of State.” 


|| The Senator from South Carolina, and the Sen- 
| ator from North Carolina, both referred to this let- 
| ter of Mr. Marks in the course of the present dis- 
| cussion, as proof that the Mexican authorities were 
|| willing to consider the Colorado as the military 
|| boundary, beyond which the Mexican troops 
|| should not pass, and that, consequently, by order- 

ing our forces to the west of that river, our Gov- 
ernment brought on the war. And this communi- 





| 
| 
} 
} 
j 


| cation of Mr. Marks is assumed as a ground for 
| the action of the Government, which, it is said, 
| had thus authoritative notice of the wishes of the 
Mexican Government. Now, sir, what are the 
facts? Mr. Marks, a a citizen, puts himself 
in communication, without any authority from the 
Government, with the commander of ithe Mexican 
army, and reports a certain conversation he had 
with him. This report he forwards to General 
Taylor, and a y of it to the Government. 
What sort of a basis was this for the proceeding, 
either of General Taylor or the Government itself? 
If General Arista had a proposition to make to 
General Taylor, the way to do so was open to him; 
and if the Seenlion Government wished to com- 
municate with ours, the way to do so was equally 
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open to them, Mr. Marks produces no authority || Mr. Marks; for | know nothing of him. It is the | necessary; that American forces, far advanced 
He reports but a verbal || transaction, and not the man, that calls forth my 


from General Arista. 


THE CO 





conversation with himself, and, certainly in mili- || 
tary operations, loose communications like this, | 


coming from a hosule general, are entitled to no 
kind of weight. 


‘T'wo main faets are stated by Mr. Marks—one, | 


this proposition of a sort of a neutral line, and the 
other, that the ** Cabinet of Mexico is disposed to 
enter into an amicable arrangement with the United 
States in relation to the boundary and all other 
momentous questions.’”” Mr, Marks’s letter to 
the Department of State, which was dated October 


29, 1545, and enclosed the copy of the letter to | 


General ‘Taylor dated September 23, 1845, reached 
the department on the 6th November, 1845. On 
that very day arrived the letter from Mr. Black of 
October 17, 1845, which induced the Government 
to make propositions to Mexico. On the 10th of 
November Mr. Slidell’s commission was made 
out, aud on the same day Mr. Marks presented 
bimeelf, and desired to be appointed the secret 
agent to go to Arista. He brought no letter from 
General ‘Taylor, nor the trace of any authority 
from General Arista. He was told he could not 
be employed; but he was told, also, that General 
Taylor had no intention, for the present, of ad- 
vancing from his camp at Corpus Christi. 

The remarks to which the Senator from Dela- 
ware alludes, in the Union of Friday evening, 
were not mine. The reporter was not present 
when the subject was up in the Senate. He called 
upon me in the evening for my remarks, but it 
was too late then to make them out. I placed the 
papers in his hands, and furnished him with some 
memoranda, leaving him to make out the state- 
ment, 
the gentleman from Delaware, | will say, that for 
a short time | was under the impression that in 
the public letter from Mr. Marks to the Secretary 
of State, the paragraph relating to his compensa- 
tion had been suppressed. But both the letters to 
Mr. Buchanan and the letter to General Taylor 
were read in open Senate; and thus the opportu- 


nity was furnished to every Senator to correct the | 


error. I did not myself perceive it until the re- 
yorter called wpon me, when we read both the 
etters, and on comparing them discovered the 
mistake, which I then pointed out to him, but 


which he no doubt overlooked in the eae of || 


his engagements, Lowe it, therefore, to Mr. Marks 
thus to correct the error. I know nothing of him 
but from the papers relating to this transaction, 
and I can have no intention of doing him injus- 
tice, 
tary of State from New Orleans, dated October 29, 
there was another of the same date marked private, 
but containing nothing “ private;’’ for it related 
exclusively to this matter and to Mr. Marks’s po- 
sition and claims. 
The letter is as follows: 


PRIVATE. New Orveans, October 29, 1845. 


But besides the former letter to the Secre- | 


| city, which I have not had time to read, and only 
| time to glance at. 
| Marks.is a gentleman of unimpeachable character. 
In the Union of Friday is a misapprehension, 
which it is proper to correct. 
| king part of my remarks, that on the day when the | 


| * the Mexican Government would not enter into 


| November, was the letter from that gentleman of | 
| the 17th October, informing the Government that 
| Mexico was willing to receive a commissioner to 


| lowing day, January 13, 1846. 


| therein, the doors were opened, and | 


In answer now to the specific question of | 


_ to offer three provisoes, to be considered and voted | 


at once, he would offer them when in order. 


“ Dear Sir: Being unknown, and addressing u note to | 


you, I have no doubt been guilty of a breach of etiquette, but 
the atfair treated on no doubt being important, I determined 
to Waive all ceremony, and trust my proceedings will meet 
with your approbation. 

** Independently of my personal services, I have travelled 
at wy own expense, disbursing upwards of two thousand 
dollars, 

* You will perceive, by reference to the records of the De- 
partment of Site, that | was United States vice consul for 
the port of Matamoros in the years 1842 and 1843. 

“Tam your very obedient servant, I. D. MARKS. 


«Pp. S. As lam much fatigued, I shall travel leisurely to | 


Washington, and may not arrive before the 15th of Novem- 
ber. I. D. M. 

* James Bucuanan, Esq., Washington City.” 

Now, sir, this letter, it will be seen, contains the 
paragraph imserted in the Union of Friday, and 
which the reporter supposed, erroneously, to have 
made part of the other letter, and to have been 
suppressed. ‘The sum of the whole matter, sir, is 
this: An American citizen holds a communication 
with the general of a hostile army, and reports to 
his Government what are his views and intentions 
upon a certain subject. He comes to Washington 


without the slightest trace of authority, and asks | 


to be appointed a secret agent, claiming compensa- 
tion for his services, and states that he had dis- 
bursed upwards of two thousand dollars. These 
are all the facts—all the facts—and he who censures 
the Government for not acting upon a proposition 


like this, under these circumstances, has a very | 
different opinion of its duties in relation to its for- || 


cign intercourse in atime of war from what I have. || 


1 repeat, sir, that Ido not impugn the motives of \| patriotism, that appropriations 





remarks. I| have received a letter, since I took my 
seat here, from a very respectable gentleman of this | 


I understand from him Mr. 


It is stated, as ma- 


letter of Mr. Marks reached here—to wit: the 6th | 
of November, * the letter of Mr. Black, our consul | 
‘at Mexico, in answer to a previous communica- | 
* tion of the Government, was received, stating that 


‘any arrangement.’’ ‘he misapprehension is here. 
The letter from Mr. Black, received on the 6th of 





treat for peace. Consu! Black’s letter, of the 18th 
December, and the letter of Mr. Slidell, of the 17th | 


December, intimating distinctly that our minister || 
would not be received, and that no arrangement 


would be made, reached ee on the 12th 
of January. ‘The order to General Taylor to ad- 
vance from Corpus Christi was issued on the fol- 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
The Senate then went into the consideration of 
executive business, and, after some time spent 


The Senate adjourned. 











HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, February 22, 1847. 

The Journal of Saturday was read in part, and 
the further reading was, on motion of Mr. TIB- 
BATTS, dispensed with, 

On motion of Mr. McKAY, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. ‘lisparts, of Kentucky, in the 
chair.) 

And, on motion of Mr. McK AY, the committee | 
took up the bill making appropriations for the sup- 

ort of the army and volunteers for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1847. 

‘The reading of the bill through was dispensed | 
with, and it was taken up by sections. 

The first section having been read— 

Mr. WINTHROP rose and said that he desired | 
upon separately. If not in order to offer them all | 
The provisoes were then read as follows: 


“Provided, Tiiat no more than a proportionate amount of 
the money appropriated by the two first sections of this bill 
shall be expended during any one quarter of the year for 
which said appropriations were made. 

« Provided, ciso, That so much of the said appropriations 





as shall be unexpended at the next meeting of Congress, 


shal! be subject to reconsideration and revocation. 
“Provided, further, That these appropriations are made 
with no view of sanctioning any prosecution of the existing 


| war with Mexico for the acquisition of territory to form 


| hour, in su 


ment in any way of the republic of Mexico.” 


| 
| 
| new States to be added to the Union, or for the dismember- | 
| 


Mr. W. then addressed the committee during the 

yort of these several prngoeinnnen and | 

Mr. PENDLETON followed, in a_ general | 
speech on the subject of the Mexican war. | 
[These speeches are now in a course of prepara- | 
tion by these gentlemen, and will be found in the | 
Appendix. ] 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL next offered an amend- 
ment for the purpose of reimbursing to the legal 
representatives of the late Lieutenant Blake, of the 
topographical engineers, an amount which, by his 
own direction, had been deducted from his pay to 
replace a like amount of Government funds which 
had been the subject of robbery while in his pos- 
session. Upon every principle either of exact jus- 
tice or enlarged — or of respect for the mem- 
ory ofa brave and distinguished officer, this sum 
ourht to be paid, now that officer is no more, to 
his legal representatives. It was as the represent- 


_ ative of the father of that brave officer that Mr. I. 


made the application, and it was the intention of 


that father, should it succeed, to use it for the pur- 
= of removing the inanimate remains from the 


lood-stained field where they now repose, to min- 

gle with their kindred dust and ashes. 
Mr. I. proceeded to argue, =e principles of 
or the army were 


NGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 








Feb. 22, 


| iats a hostile country, must be sustained; and 
| that no compromise was involved in voting for 
| this bill, of questions of party responsibility 
either for the commencerngent or is conduct of the 
| war. Yet, it could not be overlooked, that the 
_ origin of the present state of things was closely 
connected with the cheerfulness with which the 
| war should be carried on. He had always held 
that a Democratic majority was responsible for qi 
the evils that were likely to be entailed. Texas 
at war with Mexico, was identified with the Upj. 
ted States. No matter what the character of that 


war—whether between a rebellious province and 


its parent community, or between two independent 
| nations—its existence long continued, and occa. 

sionally exterminating in its character, was cleay. 
‘Texas was appealing for succor to a neighboring 
Power, to save her from barbarian outrages. Mex. 
ico had issued a proclamation full of threats of ex. 
termination. Each proclaimed the fact, and the 
imminence of its horrors. We became part and 
parcel of one of the belligerant nations. Its objj- 
ee rights, and liabilities, were at once ours. 

iscape from them was not thought of, except as it 
_might arise from the weakness of a common an- 
tagonist. ‘That weakness rendered it impractica- 
ble that efforts as formidable should ensue as would 
have followed if a powerful European belligerant 
had been the selected foe. It was a paper war, at 
least, and as such it was promptly responded to. 
The Mexican Minister at once executed his fore- 
| warnings, demanded his passports, withdrew from 


|| the country, and placed a bar to intercourse be- 


tween the two nations so insuperable as to defy 
the utmost efforts of your diplomacy to break it, 
Not an attempt at conciliation seems to have been 
made. No equivalent offered. No compromise 
of conflicting claims. Mexico was treated with 
the contempt which is always dangerous, and has 
been shown at least in verification of the maxim 
of the great Carthagenian leader, that a despised 
enemy has often given a bloody battle. 

Such would have continued to be the character 
| of the war, authorized and begun by legislative 

action, had not executive power carried it into 
| fearful and formidable activity. Without adequate 
| provocation, an army is marched through the de- 
bated territory. By positive orders, the very brink 
of the river which washes the utmost verge of the 
disputed ground is fortified, and the messengers 
of destruction are planted in reach and full com- 
' mand of a populous city. All this was done in 
the face of continued information from the com- 
manding general that everything was tranquil, 
and that it was believed the patience of the enemy 
would not be roused to resistance. 

War became flagrant. Victory has perched 
upon your banners. Glory and honor have been 
| won. Provinces have been overrun. A question 
now presents itself, which is one not of casuistry, 
but of patriotism. What is the duty of that party 
which, not responsible for the initiative steps, 
might yet, perhaps, by united efforts, so thwart 
and baffle the designs of a somewhat inharmonious 
Democracy, as to cripple exertions, and, fearful 
as might be the result, expose our gallant army to 
_ suffering and disgrace? hat should Whigs on 
| this floor do in this contingency? Fortunately, 
| such extreme grounds have been taken, that a line 
is easily drawn. A position which seems to be 
tenable may in a few words be defined. Our coun- 
try is in the field, and in the face of the enemy. 
Funds are required for its defence, support, and 
glory. Patriotism will not falter in the perform- 
ance of its duties, although blindness or guilt may 
have required the sacrifice. That is one side of 
the alternative. The other consists of a few sim- 
ple and intelligible words which, uttered at both 
ends of the Capitol, have become familiar to the 
ear. It has been said by some of our ultra friends, 
that they will not vote a dollar for war supplies, of 
for adding a single man to the army. The issue 
is — between these two intelligible extremes; 
and it were devoutly to be wished that the people, 
in their sovereign majesty, could rise and decide 
between them. At all events, their sentiments 
would be right, and that is a strong reason to be- 
lieve that their judgment would not materially ert. 
While he entertained no doubt in relation to this 
subject, he was not inclined to complain of a ee 
free expression of opinion on this fluor. The Whig 

rty, in its yess mays been described by Lo 

lingbroke, in his dissertation upon parties; and, 
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»d gilowing for change of time and circumstances, | him with the treaty-making power; whereas, the || there is no slavery there toabolish. Slavery exists © 

id the same definition might fititnow. [{Mr. Incer- _ Constitution has placed that high power in the | not in Mexico; it is prohibited by law; the object f 

OY soLL here read a passage from Lord Bolingbroke, President by and with the consent of two-thirds of the proviso, therefore, is not to abolish slavery, 

7 giving to the Whig party, according to their views, | of the Senate. This bill takes this right from the || but to prevent its recognition and establishment. 

s high praise as the true friends of liberty and their Senate; the President gets the three millions; you The proviso is but following in the wake of the 

e country.) A description is given, by the same authorize him to pay it to Santa Ana or some other || ordinance of 1787—a statute enacted and sanction- 

y eloquent writer, of the opposite party, which might of the bribed, when Mexico agrees to a treaty; not, | ed by the wisest and best men of that time-—by ‘f 

ie be regarded as somewhat too severe in its applica- as the Constitution requires, when it is ratified by } the men of the Revolution—and voted for by the ‘a 

d tion to the corresponding majority of the present | both parties—the United States as well as Mexico. || slave States of that day. _ What has been the re- 

m day. Mr. Dexter, when candidate for Governor || You have authorized the President to make what- |, sult of that act?) Why, sir, you have Ohio, Indi- 

., of Massachusetts, in the war of 1812, published a | ever treaty he chooses. He may bargain off Ore- _ ana, Illinois, lowa, and soon will have Wiscon- 

i. letter, in which this matter was well explained. || gon’ for California, and give the three millions to || sin, as free and independent States, So, too, if we 

it Mr. INGERSOLL here read a portion of Mr. Dex- || Loot. He is authorized to pay the money when || are to acquire more territory, let us speak as did 

d ter’s publication. ] With full liberty to discuss | Mexico makes the treaty; and although he is || the men of 1787, and say to all coming time, that 

it measures, and with the characteristic decorum of || bound to submit the treaty to the Senate, he will || slavery or involuntary servitude shall not be per- 

i gentlemen, it is the duty of legislators to speak || say to that body, You have told me the money—I || mitted to exist in such acquired territory. 

with eandor in relation to men, even though the | have a treaty—paid the money, and you must rat- The honorable gentleman from Virginia (Mr, 

° enemy may overhear the observations. ify this treaty, or lose the three millions. Sir, in | Bayty] says that we have no constitutional au- 

: it had been said that the war was wrong, and that | effect you have taken from the Senate the treaty- | thority to pass this proviso; and he has read Mr. t 

4 a support of what was wrong could not be right. | making power, and given it to the President exclu- | Madison, to show that the ordinance of 1787 was i 

5 To this, there were various answers. Wrong is a || sively. |, unconstitutional. The Constitution did not go into ; 

{ relative term. In one sense, all merely human |, Mr. Chairman, my colleague, the chairman of || operation until 1789, two years after the ordi- j 

. things are wrong. It has grown into a proverb, || the Committee on Foreign Relations, (Mr. C. J. || nance; and the gentleman will find that the eighth 5. 

; unless a superintending Providence shape our ends, || IngeRsou.,} told us that the illustrious names of || act passed by the first Congress was a recognition ase 

t we all are prone to evil. It is no objection to a |; John Adams, Rgnjamin Franklin, and John Jay, || of the wisdom and constitutionality of the ordi- ta 

; measure, that it is pee or nothing would || gave sanction to the doctrine of property in slaves; || nance of 1787. That Congress was composed of ie eae 
pass the fiery ordeal, It had escaped perhaps the || and he was pleased to add, that these great and || many of the men who framed the Constitution, Sh Sg 

i attention of those by whom this argument was || good men were northern men with southern prin- || and who had participated and had taken an emi- 1 rea 

t ysed, that things wrong in their inception, may | ciples. He supposed, that because the treaty of || nent part in the acts and the deliberations of the ¢ 

t become right when adopted. Moral writers lay || Paris, of 1783, which terminated the revolution- | 


this down as an irrefragable rule. 
illustrates it by the familiar case. 
parents, is a duty. 
against the wishes of his parent. The act may 
have been-wrong, but the marriage is nevertheless 
good. Gentlemen will pardon a reference to high 
classical authority. The Trojan war was caused 
by a most flagrant act of national and individual 
wrong. A beautiful queen was stolen and carried 
off from her royal husband. The princes of Greece 
assembled in all the pomp of war to revenge the 
insult, and redress the wrong. Not a Trojan was 
found ready to abandon his country. The gallant 
sons of Priam, one and all united, to sustain the 
war. Even Hector, the faithful husband and pat- 
tern of domestic purity, fought the battle to the 
death. Popular sympathy, too, could not properly 
be neglected. There were warmer impuises in the 
minds of the people, than calculation could create. 
The war itself might or might not be popular. That 
was not the question. Friends and Seen are in 
the field—— [Mr. Incersoi. was frequently in- 
terrupted by inquiries and suggestions, His hour 
was terminated in the midst of them. It was im- 
possible to catch even the spirit of them, and much 
less their language, so as to furnish a correct re- 


port. 
He 


Rutherforth 
Obedience to 


Me DARRAGH next obtained the floor. 
said that he had often heard it said that this House 
was well adapted for all purposes of ligislation ex- 


| 


A son of full age marries | 


j 
| 
| 
| 
j 
| 
| 
! 


| ary war, in its seventh article, provided that Great 
| Britain should surrender her captured prisoners, 
|“ negroes and other property,’’ that these distin: 
| guished patriots and statesmen did, individually, 
| recognise slaves as property. Now let us look at 
| the facts. In the first Congress, 1774, they twice 
| resolved that slavery was an evil, and against the 
| slave trade. The slave States asked for the pro- 


| 


| compromise, the Confederation of 1783 recognised 
it, and afterwards, in 1789, the present Constitu- 
| tion recognised it, though meres eee it. 
| In April, 1781, the old Confederation passed a 
resolve that for the purpose of supporting the Con- 
| tinental troops, taxes should be assessed on the 
| citizens of the colonies, except Indians, and tivo- 
Sifths of all other persons. ‘This was in April, 1783, 
and the treaty of Paris was executed in the follow- 
ing September; so that John Adams, Benjamin 
Franklin, and John Jay, in signing the treaty, had 


previous April. 

My colleague, who is, or ought to be, rich and 
abundant in historic lore—for he has attempted the 
annals of the last war—has avoided adverting to 
the general character of Benjamin Franklin on this 
very subject of slavery. He represents in part the 
adopted city of that philosopher and statesman; 
and has he forgotten, or is he ignorant of the fact, 
that Benjamin Franklin was the first anti-slavery 


| 


' 
| 
i 
' 
| 


| 
j 
| 








~—oenre 
r. Chairman, I believe one of the reasons of 


|| those who justify and desire to extend and perpet- 


uate slavery, is the acquisition of political power, 


| Oregon never could be slave territory; and there- 
|| fore it was dismembered. Texas was a slave 
|| State; and therefore it was annexed. Sir, | heard 
|| the other day, on the other side of the Capitol, a 


| 


| 





|| distinguished southern Senator, formerly Secretary 
| tection of their slave property; and in a spirit of | 


| of State, say, that when, in that department, the 


|| project of the annexation of Texas was submit- 


| ted to him, he discountenanced the proposal: he 
| thought it was too soon—that the time had not 
arrived, But he told us that about that time he 
learned thata World’s Convention met in London, 
and a committee of that body was in communica- 
tion with Lord Aberdeen, the foreign secretary, ur- 
ging to bring about an acknowledgment of the inde- 


| pendence of Texas by Mexico, provided the former 


would abolish slavery. Thereupon he acted—in 


| hot haste he acted. “He renewed the negotiation 
before them the resolve of the Confederation in the || 


with the Texan Commissioners, and hurried on to 
consummation the act of annexation. . It was be- 
cause the institution of slavery was in danger that 
he acted at all; it was to protect and defend that 
institution; and now, when the North ask to arrest 
| the progress of this anomalous animated property, 
| gentlemen cry out, fanaticism, abolitionism, and 
violation of the Constitution. Sir, this may do for 
the South, but will scarcely receive even the coun- 
tenance of the doughfaces of the North. 
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man in the United States ?—that Benjamin Frank- | 
lin established and organized the first anti-slavery 
society in Pennsylvania, or the United States ?— 
that he was its first President ?—that it was a dar- 


I repeat, sir, the acquisition of political power, 
particularly in the Senate, is the main object of 
those who desire to extend the influence of slavery. 


cept that of hearing, and he had also heard it re- | 
marked, that there were certain seats in the Hall | 
that answered the purposes of whispering galleries, | 
and conveyed the voice to any other part of the | 


House than the Speaker’s desk. 


ring the debate on the three million bill and the 
Wilmot proviso, he had, from the opening of the 
debate, made several desultory attacks on the Chair, 
in order to obtain the floor; and for the last two 
days of the debate, he devoted fourteen mortal 
hours in the fruitless endeavor to catch the eye of 
the Chairman of the committee. These circum- 
stances were mentioned in no spirit of complaint 
against the gentleman who occupied the chair on 
that occasion, but as an apology for availing him- 
self of this bill to give the reasons for his vote on 
the three million bill. 

Mr. D. then said, that he was amazed at the in- 
difference with which the amendment proposed to 
the three million bill by his colleague [Mr. S:ew- 
art] had been received. The bill authorized the 
President to pay the three millions as soon as he 
should make a treaty with Mexico. The amend- 
ment proposed that the money should not be paid 
until the treaty was ratified, not only by Mexico, 
but also by the United States. 

This amendment had been voted down by the 
friends of the President, and yet no one had at- 
tempted to explain why this reasonable and proper 
amendment had been rejected. Even with the 
Wilmot proviso, the most redeeming quality in the 
bill, it gives to the President a power which the 
Constitution has denied to him. In truth, it investa 


He rather im- | 
agined that he occupied a seat of this kind; for du- | 








ling purpose of the last years of his life ?—that with 
his own proper hand he drew the memorial to the 
General Assembly of Pennsylvania, which resulted 
in the act for the gradual abolition of slavery 
throughout the State, and which has rid the Com- 
monwealth from this moral, social, and political 
curse? 


Sir, it should be some other gentleman than a 





| 
of 36° 30’ is uninhabitable, an 
| 


representative from Pennsylvania, that should be || 


excused for such gross error, as to denominate 
Benjamin Franklin asa ‘‘northern man with south- 
ern principles,” Five of my colleagues have op- 
posed the amendment known as the Wilmot pro- 
viso. Are they sure that they truly represent the 
people of the State, or of their own immediate con- 
stituents? Sir, I believe they do neither. These are 
the northern men with southern principles—and 
at their head is the chairman of the Foreign Re- 
A few days since the popular branch of 
the Legislature of crt ty spoke in an unan- 
imous voice in favor of the proviso and against the 
extension of slavery. In the State Senate, a very 
feeble nay or two inst the House resolves, 
clearly indicate the opinion of the whole people of 
the State. ° 
Gentlemen call this an abolition movement. 
Let me ask, what isto be abolished? If territory 
is to be acquired by means of the three millions, 
the Wilmot proviso provides that slavery shall not 
be tolerated in auch acquired territury. Now, sir, 


Texas has given two votes in the Senate, and 
every additional State you make out of Texas, 
conde of latitude 36° 30’, will be a slave State; 
that is, every State to be made in Texas will be a 
slave State, because the territory of Texas, north 
cannot be occu- 
pied. 

At the formation of this Government in 1789, 
the free States were in the majority. How is it 
now? Why, sir, you have fifteen slave States and 
thirteen free; and although the thirteen free States 
have the majority in this House, yet in the Senate, 
are out-numbered by four votes. Is this fair? 
The free States at the last census had a population 
of ten millions freemen, the slave States only five 
millions, and yet they the political power 
of the Senate. In the North we represent persons, 
constituents; in the South they represent property, 
as slaves are called—three-fifths of their slaves are 
represented in the councils of the nation. They 
are, to be sure, taxed, but still two-fifihs of this 
slave property is uniaxed. 

Sir, if these slaves are property, I would be obli- 
ged to some gentleman to tell whatkind of property. 

n some of the southern States they are by law re- 
garded as personal property, and on the death of 
the owner they go as personal assets to the execu- 
tor or administrator; in other of those States they 
are loaked on as real estate, are subject to lein and 
mortgage, and go to the beir. Again, we are told 
here, that they are a mixed estatc—slaves in fact, 
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mere property; but sufficiently animated to enable 
their owners to vote on them. Sir, this slave pro- 


perty qualification is not republican. As well 
might the South ask to have their cotton, or tobac- 


co, or rice, represented here as their slaves, if | 


they be mere property. 

Mr. Chairman, the southern States have con- 
stitutional rights, which, as long as that instru- 
ment remains as it is, must be respected. ‘They 
have the bond, but the North will hold them to its 
terms. ‘The time has arrived when the North has 
set her honest and bold face against the strides or 


inroads of this worst feature of the feudalism of || 


the thirteenth century. 

Sir, as to the bill under consideration, I have 
only to say, it shall receive my vote. So far as 
this bill (the bill making appropriations for the 
support of the army) is concerned, it matters not 
whether the war is right or wrong. Our troops 
are there, and Congress should liberally provide 
for their health and comfort. 

Permit me, Mr. Chairman, to say in conclusion, 
that all this discussion about the proper limits of 
Texas is sadly out of place. The resolutions of 
annexation paased in March, 1845, provide that 
the United States reserved to Congress all ques- 
tions of boundary. To this Texas assented, and 
Congress may fix the boundary at the Rio Grande, 
at the Colorado, or the Nueces, or wherever they 
please. ‘The boundary, by act of the Texan ?" 
gress, isa mere paper line. They carry it, to™be 
sure, to the Rio Grande, but they might with equal 
right and propriety have carried it to San Luis Po- 
tosi, or the city of Mexico itself. J will vote for the 
three millions, if the Wilmot proviso is retained, 
though | do not like the bill as a precedent: but I 
will vote for itin the hope of giving peace to the 
people, amd permitting the whole country to return 
to quiet and repose. 


Mr. PERRY took advantage of the latitude of | 
debate allowed in Committee of the Whole on the |! 


state of the Union to present a petition from his 
constituents in behalf of Ireland, which he sup- 
ported by a brief and warm appeal to the commit- 
tee. F 

Mr. COLLAMER next addressed the commit- 
tee. He occupied his hour, and insisted, in sub- 
stance, that this is a bill making appropriation of 
about thirty millions of dollars, a part of which is 
for arrearages now due, and for which all would 
be willing to vote; but most of it is for the support 
of the army in Mexico, from July next until July, 
1848, in regard to which there is much hesitation. 

Every man should so vote as he would wish the 
majority to vote; otherwise, he votes factiously. 
That a man is dissatisfied with a declaration of 
war, is not alone a sufficient reason for voting 
against supplies for its prosecution. He should 
be also convinced that the withholding such sup- 
lies may be done with safety to the country. 
pienett in the last war, those who voted against 
supplies, voted factiously, because, had a majority 
so voted, it would have laid down the country at 
the feet of the enemy who were invading it: for it 
must be remembered, that though Congress can 
declare war, yet it cannot make peace; as that can 
only be done by the consent of both nations. In 
the present war, however, little or no danger to 


Mexico. 


As to voting supplies to carry on the war in | 


Mexico, that depends on its character, purposes, 
and designs. 


stood a war to acquire territory to retain. It is now 


fully“avowed in the message, and by the mode of || 


conducting the war, and by undisguised declara- 
tions in both Houses, that territory is to be taken 


to keep, to respond the claims on Mexico and the |! 
expenses of the war. This is a claim without || 


limit; for the longer the war, and the more there 
is captured, the greater the bill, and the more to be 
retained. This is unlimited congaest, and Mexico 
so understands it; and hence they regard it asa 
war for existence. 


There should be appended to this bill a declara- || 
tion that we neither seck the dismemberment of | 


Mexico, nor will we hold any of her territory, and 
will proceed in the course of capture and conquest 
only to weaken her for this contest, and to pro- 
duce an honorable peace. Such a declaration, made 


THE 


|| to the overwhelming majority of thedominant 
| to take their own course. 


| ers collateral, were illustrated at length. ] 
this country is apprehended from its invasion by 


In the progress of this session, these | 
have become fully developed, and are undisguised., | 
It is x war of conquest, by which must be under- | 


|| this House by whose order the second 
to Mexico, to our people, and to the world, is de- | 
manded by every consideration we can give the |) 
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| subject. The war, then, ceases to be a war of con- | 


_ quest, and the Mexicans can no more be told by 


| races,’’ nor can they excite the sympathy of the 


tion of what is to be done with it. 
question of slavery. 


properly started this question, 


|it? The South, in this manner: A few political 
abolitionists at the North have insisted that the 


remain with the States, and that the power of the 


General Government should not and could not be | 


The | 


issue was not which way the power should be used | 


constitutionally exercised on the subject. 


to strengthen or abolish it, but the issue was, shall 
ut be used at all on the subject. 
| of things the South invoked the exercise of the 


_ power of the General Government to enlarge and | 


| perpetuate slavery by the annexation of Texas; 


and when the treaty was made the Secretary of 
State, as the organ of the Government, officially,” 


_in his letters to Mr. King, our Minister to France, 
to Mr. Pakenham, the British Minister, to our 


Minister to Mexico, fully avowed to the world | 


| that ‘Texas was to be annexed to prevent the aboli- 
| tion of slavery there, and thereby to render it more 


Senate; but these purposes, thus fully and officially 
_ avowed, were accomplished by the joint resolutions, 
/and hence came this war. Now, the South having 

thus invoked the exercise of the power of the Gen- 
eral Government on the subject of slavery, have 
| gone over to the political Abolitionists, and taken 
| part with them in the issue, and decided that such 


'| power should be used, and it remains now to the 


| free States to say which way it shall be used. 


| Such is the way in which the North will view | 
'| this subject; and the only way in which calamity 


can be averted, is by openly declaring we will take, 
| by war nor by treaty to conclude war, no territor 

| . . 

| from Mexico. Should such a proviso be adopted, 
| then supplies might be consistently voted; but un- 


| he is prepared to sustain a war for unlimited con- 


| quest; which, if unsuccessful, is disgrace, and if 


| successful, is national dismemberment and ruin. 
| There are, however, provisions in this bill for 


| which all would desire to vote; but it seems to be 
| the policy of the majority in this House to con- | 


| struct all bills in such a form as to present a double 


‘| aspect, so that no Whig can vote either for or 
| against a bill, without being impaled on one horn 


| of the dilemma, and in such case I consider him at 
liberty either to cast such vote as the exigency, on 


| the whole, will demand, or entirely to withhold his 


vote, which, if given, can have no effect, and leave 


rty 
[These views, and oth- 


} 


Mr. NORRIS, of New Hampshire, then obtain- 


and reported progress. 


the debate in Committee of the Whole on the 


23d instant. 
Mr. T. B. KING moved to amend the resolution 
by inserting the 24th instant. Disagreed to. 
Mr. GEORGE 8S. HOUSTON moved to amend 
the resolution by inserting one o’clock to-morrow, 
instead of three o’clock. Disagr 


eed to. 


then adopted. 


Mr. T. B. KING, by leave, from the Committee 
| on Naval Affairs, to whi 





four naval steam-ships, reported the same with 
amendments. Committed. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, by consent, offered 
the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to inform 
iment of Missis- 
sippi riflemen were excluded from the United States bar- 
racks during their necessary delay in the city of New Or- 


their leaders that it is war for existence, ‘*a war of 


world asa people driven to desperation, and bat- | 
tling for their homes, their altars, and their lives. | 
It is due to our own safety, as the conquest and | 
retention of any part of Mexico involves the ques- || 
This raises the | 
| Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to in. 
The South should not say the North had im- 

It had slept quietly | 
until within three years past, and who then aroused | 


power of the General Government should be exer- || 
cised to produce the abolition of slavery in the | 
slaveholding States, but the great body of the peo- | 
ple there has ever holden that the subject must | 


Ie this condition | 


ed the floor, and on his motion the committee rose | 


Mr. McKAY moved the usual resolution to close 


above bill at three o’clock to-morrow, (Tuesday,) | 





ch was referred the Senate | 
bill providing for the building and equipment of | 


the river Mississippi at a most inclement season, 
what reasons the said regiment were excluded. 


Mr. ASHMUN moved to amend the resoly: 
as follows: 


Whereas the President of the United States, in his ap 
nual message, has announced that the war with the re : 
of Mexico is to be prosecuted with a view, among oti, 
things, ‘to secure an ample indemnity for the expenses of ti : 
war”? itself: therefore, in order that Congress may kne S 
what amount is to be demanded on this account— * i 


and for 


ion 


public 


form this House what is the total suin of expenses 
have been already incurred in said war, specifying the eey. 
eral items under their proper heads, and particularly the 
following: ' 

ist. The pay of the officers and soldiers of the 
whether regulars or volunteers. 

2d. The pay of the officers and men of the navy. 

3d. Transportation of troops and specie for their pay, 

4th. Transportation of ordnance, ammunition, and stores 
of every description, by land or water, including the hire 
and purchase of ships, steamboats, and other vess 
wagons, horses, and mules, and freights by them or o 
means. 

5th. Purchase of arms, ammunition, provisions, and ma. 
terial of all kinds, and fitting out vessels of war or trans. 
| ports. 
Path. Loss or injury or expenditure of property of all kinds 
| intended for service in said war, including vessels, arm: 

horses, mules, wagons, tools, and ammunition. : 


After some questions of order were raised and 
disposed of, but before any vote was taken, 

Mr. MORRIS moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill concerning the penitentiary in the 


Which 


army, 


els, 
ther 


| District of Columbia was laid on the table on Sat. 


urday last. 
The motion lies over. 
Mr. McCLERNAND rose to a question of priy- 


| ilege, and referring to the speech of Mr. Morais 


' on the mineral land bill, in which that gentleman 
permanent here. That treaty was rejected by the | 


had accused the members of the Committee on the 
Public Lands with being under the influence of 
ersonal and private interest in reporting the bill, 


| inquired of that gentleman to which of the mem- 
| bers he had had reference? 


Mr. MORRIS declined making any specifica- 


tions. 


Mr. McCLERNAND then pressed him to say 


| whether he had alluded to him, (Mr. McC.) 


Mr. MORRIS said he acquitted that gentleman. 
Mr. COLLAMER then put to him a similar in- 


quiry. 

Mr. MORRIS declined giving any names. 

Mr. COLLAMER insisted on a categorical an- 
swer, whether he meant to include him as one of 


|| those who acted from a personal interest in the bill? 
| less it is, then each must decide for himself whether || 


It was easy for the gentleman to answer yea or nay. 


| Did he mean him? 


Mr. MORRIS said, not if the gentleman dis- 
claimed it. 

Mr. COLLAMER said it would not do to make 
a charge like this against a man, and then put him 
on his disclaimer. To bring a direct charge of cor- 
ruption against the members of a committee of the 
House, and, when called on to specify, to reply, 
| ** Not if the gentlqaman disclaims it!’? Mr. C. in- 
| sisted, that when he was called by the appointment 
of the House to discharge his public duty as mem- 
_ber of one of its standing committees, he hada 
right to be protected by the House against a charge 
_ of direct corruption, unless the evidence was stated 
on which the charge was made. The member, by 


i refusing to specify individuals, persisted in char- 
| 


ging corruption on every member who did not dis- 
/avow it. But if the gentleman meant to persist in 
his charge, and directed it against Mr. C., he would 
here say, that the charge was unqualifiedly and 
absolutely FALSE. 

Mr. MOSELEY said that he had been present 
when the speech of the gentleman was made, but, 
owing to his distant position in the House, had 
heard nothing of the aie advanced by him, nor 
knew of it until he saw it in the report of the de- 
bate in the public papers. He had there seen that 
one of the members of the committee, whose seat 


The resolution, as moved by Mr. McKay, was || WS near the gentleman speaking, had risen at the 


time and made a positive disclaimer of all personal 
interest in the lands or stock in question. The 
reason he had not himself done the same was, that 
| he was utterly ignorant that such a charge had been 
| made. When he read the report his first impulse 
| had been to rise this morning and make a rsonal 
_ explanation; but the thought immediately followed 
that none who knew him would attach sufficient 
importance to such a charge to justify such an in- 
trusion on the time and pressing business of the 
House. But, since the matter had now been stir- 
| red, he was compelled to ask the gentleman from 


leans, aud forced to pitch their tents in the damp bottoms of || Ohio whether, in his charge of corruption on the 
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committee, he meant to include him? Would the | the light of the sun; but if not, let the charge sink | ses E. Le 


ventieman answer explicitly, yea or nay? 1 
> Mr. MORRIS hesitating to reply— i| 

Mr. MOSELEY pressed the inquiry upon him, 
and®demanded a distinct answer. 

Mr. MORRIS then said that he had before sta- 
ted theweasons for his making the charge; and he || 
thought the House would understand who were || 
the guilty parties and who were not. He would 
now give the reasons why he had made the charge. 

Mr. MOSELEY. Will the gentleman state || 
whether he applies the charge to me personally ? | 
He charges the members of the Land Committee 
generally. Does he incude me? Yea or nay? 

* Mr. MORRIS. I will give the reasons why I | 
made the charge. 

Mr. MOSELEY. Am I to understand the gen- 
tleman as intimating that he will not answer? 

Mr. MORRIS. will do the gentleman no in- 
justice. Idid not mean him. The mineral bill 
‘had been before the Committee on Public Lands 
for some considerable time. They had it before 
them at the last session, and the bill then prepared || 
disposed of the matter fairly as I thought. It con- || 
tained no preémption to occupants or lessees. At || 
the present session, although the committee was | 
composed of pretty nearly the same members, | | 

i} 
\| 


| 
| 
1] 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


} 
| 
i 


found quite a different state of things this session 
as to the provisions put into the bill. The bill pro- 
fesses to be enacted to secure the sale of these | 
lands. Iam in favor of the sale of them, but Iam | 
not willing that the whole previous policy of the | 
Government in disposing of the public lands shall | 
be changed for the benefit of a particular class of || 
individuals. I used in committee ail the efforts I | 
was capable of to prevent the bill’s being reported 
as it was. At one time the committee was broken | 
up by an attempt to bring certain provisions into it | 
which would prevent the defrauding the Govern- 
ment of millions for the benefit of a set of indi- | 
viduals. Seeing that I could not get provisions | 
inserted in the bill which would have done equal | 
justice to all, and injury to none, I was led to be- | 
lieve that some gentlemen in the committee were | 
personally interested; and, on inquiry, I found such | 
to be the fact. I shall not state any names, un- | 
less it is further insisted on: but I know it to be a | 
fact. 
Mr. McCLERNAND here said, if the gentle- 
man had any evidence of such being the fact, let | 
him produce it. 


[Great excitement prevailed in the House. Mem- | 
bers left their seats and gathered round Mr. Mor- | 
nis; the members of the committee expressing in 
their manner stron rem cacragy) 

The CHAIR called to order. He would remind 
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| member or members of the committee. 
| appeared that he had no reason for a charge so se- 


| der great excitement. 


into oblivion, together with its author. 
Mr. BURT said he had listened to what was 


| transpiring, and felt a lively sympathy with gen- 
| tlemen whose fair fame had been thus openly 


aspersed, He had hoped that the member from 


| Ohio would have felt it due to himself to give a 


personal direction to the general charge of corrup- 


|| ton he had made against an entire standing com- 
| mittee of this House. 


He had expected, after ma- 
king such a charge, that he would have named some 
It now 


rious, but simply that the members of the com- 
mittee had changed their opinion as to certain 
features in the mineral bill. He submitted it to 
that gentleman whether a proper self-respect did 
not demand of him to make his charge more ex- 
plicit, and to come out and say who the guilty 
member or members were: then possibly no in- 
vestigation might be necessary. 


Mr. VINTON said he had understood his col- 


league to say that he had made inquiries and found 
the fact to be as he had stated it. 


Mr. MORRIS said he had, and had found the | 


charge to be true so far as an individual was con- 
cerned. 

Mr. BURT hoped the gentleman would feel it 
due to himself, to the remaining members of the 
committee, and to the House, to say who that in- 
dividual was. Ifhe did not, then Mr. B. trusted 
some proceeding would be instituted to compel him 
to do what every consideration of ordinary justice 
required at his hands. 


(The excitement was intense, and cries of 
‘* Name! name !’’ were heard on all sides, especial- | 


ly from members of the committee. } 

Mr. MOSELEY then moved a resolution for 
raising a select committee of inquiry. 

Mr. SCHENCK suggested that the resolution 
should refer to the charge only as made against the 
members of the committee individually, and not 
against the committee for any of its acts. 


Mr. MORRIS called for the reading of the res- || 


olution. 
The resolution having been read— 
Mr. MORRIS said he wished it made more defi- 


nite, so as to state what it was he said of the mem- | 


ber. 
Mr. MOSELEY said he was willing to give the || 
'| gentleman from Ohio every opportunity to have 


the resolution in such form as he approved. 
Mr. MORRIS then suggested a further altera- 


|| tion in the wording of the resolution. 


Mr. G. S. HOUSTON said the House was un- 
He thought after a night’s 


gentlemen that there was a parliamentary mode of || sleep they would be better prepared to come to 


getting at this thing, viz: by moving a resolution | 
for a select committee. 
Mr. MOSELEY said that was the very thing he 
was about to do. He meant to give the gentleman | 
from Ohio a fair opportunity of substantiating the | 
charge he had publicly preferred against his fellow-_ 





members on the Committee on Public Lands, or of | 
standing convicted of having brought an injurious | 
and highly opprobrious charge which he could not | 
prove. 

Mr. M. said he had been for four sessions a | 


quiet observer of what was said and done in the |! yal. 


House; but, while he sought no elevation or noto- 
riety by taking any part in public debate, he felt 
his full share of individual responsibility; yet in 
charges made against the entire House, he sup- 
posed himself answerable only to the extent of one 
two hundred and twenty-eighth part of the whole 
body. But when a direct and open charge of cor- 
ruption was made against a standing committee, 
consisting of some nine men, the accusation came 
80 immediately home, that no man who felt for his 
own character, the reputation of Congress, or the | 
honor of the country, could rest under it. If the | 
reputations of men were thus permitted to be sap- 
ay by attacks made under ground, no man would 
safe. A chargé so Ipable must not and should 
not pass idly by. He challenged investigation. 
His own heart told him there was nothing to jus- 
uify or to excuse such an accusation. Theauthor 
of it must prove it, or submit to the reaction on 
himself. Proof, proof alone, would satisfy any 
man thus openly accused. Nothing less would sat- 
isfy the constituents of any member of this House 
thus assailed. He was for probing the matter to 
the bottom. 


here openly charged, let it be exposed—held up to | 





some proper conclusion as to this unpleasant mat- |, 


ter; and he would therefore move an adjournment. 
But the House would not adjourn. 
Mr. MORRIS was about to speak, when— 


Mr. G.S. HOUSTON, having spoken with him || 


aside, said that, from a word he had just received 

from the gentleman, he was led to believe that the 

whole matter would result in little or nothing, and 

might be kept off the Journal by common consent. 
(Cries of ‘* No, no; never "| 
Mr. MORRIS said he woul 

But— 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON moved to adjourn. 


Negatived: Ayes 26, noes 40. 


Mr. BURT said that he was sorry that no quo- | 
‘| rum was present. The resolution ought to pass | 
this evening. He would move a call of the House. | 


Mr. WINTHROP moved that the House ad- 
journ; which motion prevailing, 
The House adjourned. 





IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, February 23, 1847. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved, | 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a communication from the Secretary of the Navy, 
transmitting seventy-five copies of the Navy Re- 
gister for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. RUSK presented the petition of Bryan Cal- 
laghan, praying compensation for goods destroyed 
at San eseuie: in Texas, by order of an officer 
in the United States army, in September, 1846, to 
prevent their falling into the hands of the enemy; 


If corruption existed, as had been || which was referred to the Committee of Claims, 


Mr. BERRIEN presented the memorial of Mo- 
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name the individ- | 





vy, praying permission to locate on the 
public tand ‘i Florida, the quantity claimed by 
him under a Spanish grant, or that he may be al- 
lowed to surrender the same to the United States, 
on payment to him of: the minimum price of the 
public lands; which was laid on the table. 


Mr. MASON presented the memorial of the 
heirs of John Jacob Korn, praying indemnity for 


French spoliations prior to 1800; which was laid 
upon the table. 


Mr. CORWIN presented resolutions passed by 

' the Legislature of the State of Ohio, in favor of an 

act providing for the payment of the claims of 

American citizens for spoliations committed by the 

French prior to 1800; which was laid upon the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DIX presented two petitions of citizens of 
Cayuga county, New York, praying the adoption 
of pacific measures for terminating the war with 
Mexico; which were laid upon the table. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Monroe county, 
New York, praying that the Tonawanda band of 
Indians may be exempted from the operation of 
the Seneca treaty of 1842; which was laid upon 
the table. 

Mr. EVANS submitted proposals from John 
Skirving, stating the terms on which he will con- 
struct flues for ventilating the Senate Chamber; 
| which were referred to the Committee on Public 

| Buildings. 
“Mr. ASHLEY submitted the following reselu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 


|| sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
; and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
| expediency of establishing a post-route from Smith- 
_ ville, in Lawrence county, to Richwood, in Izard 
| county, in the State of Arkansas, via Thompson’s 
‘|| Mills, Mount Vista, and Crisswell’s ferry, across 
| the White river. 


Mr. DAVIS (on leave) introduced a bill to 
/ amend an act entitled “ An act to regulate the car- 
riage of passengers in merchant vessels,’’ and to 
|| determine the time when said act shall take effect; 


| . . 
| which was read a first and second times, by unan- 


| imous consent. 
Mr. DAVIS reminded the Senate that the bill 
| which this bill was introduced to amend, was 
passed a few days ago by both Houses, and had 
received the approval of the President, and was 
_now a law. It would go into operation to-mor- 
| row. Although great pains were taken in the pre- 
| paration of that bill, and information had been 
| sought for from the merchants and other respecta- 
|| ble sources, an important point had been entirely 
| overlooked. The bill provides heavy penalties, 
and thewessels entering our ports after to-morrow 
| will be subjected to these penalties, All the pas- 
|| sengers are liable. It therefore became necessary 
|| to pass a bill to suspend for a time the operation 
|| of that law. 
|| The committee also thought it right to change 
the bill in another feature. One of the provisions 
|| of the law was, that two children under eight 
| fags of age should be counted as one sug. 7% 
t was suggested that there would be great difli- 
|| culty in ascertaining the exact age of a child; and 
i 
| 
| 
| 


that therefore it would be better that every child 
|| should be considered as one passenger; and that 
|| to each passenger there should be an allowance of 
| twelve superficial feet instead of the fourteen su- 
|| perficial feet allowed by the law. The committee 
had recommended three alterations; and he hoped, 
|| on account of the urgency of the case, that the 
|| bill would now be passed. 
|| The bill was then considered as in committee 
of the whole, and reported without amendment. 
|| Mr. ALLEN said he did not know until last 
|| night of the passage of the bill which this bill pro- 
| posed to amend. He had taken no part in it. He 
| should have taken ground against it, had he known 
of it. He only wished now to say, that he had no 
part in it. 

Mr. DAVIS said he was sure if the Senator from 
Ohio had known the circumstances, he would not 
have opposed the bill; which was only intended to 
provide for the comfort of emigrant passengers. 

Mr. ALLEN had no object in rising but to say 
he had taken no part in this bill, which had passed 
here without discussion. 

Mr. DIX said it was discussed both in the Sen- 

|| ate and in committee, and information had been 
collected from the best sources. The petition of 
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the Irish Emigrant Society had been considered, 
and the committee had endeavored to meet the 
wishes of all. 

Mr. ALLEN said he had no objection to this 


bill, which did away with one of his objections to | 


the former one. 


Mr. CHALMERS, as a member of the Commit- | 


tee on Commerce, had given his hearty assent to the 
former bill, and he thought that if the Senator from 
Ohio had known all the facts, he also would have 
been satisfied with it. This bill was merely to 
correct an oversight in the other, 

‘The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and 
was afterwards read a third time, and passed. 

{The bill provides that the act lately passed shall 
take effect in regard to vessels arriving from ports 
on this side of the Cape of Good Hope and Cape 
Horn, from and after the 31st May next, and in 


regard to vessels ariving from places beyond said | 


capes, from and after the 3lst day of October next 


So much of the late act as authorizes shippers to || 


estimate two children of eight years of age or un- 
der as one passenger, is repealed; and the clear 


superficial feet of deck for each passenger, where || 


the vessel does not pass between the tropics, shall 
be twelve, instead of fourteen feet.] 


Mr. ARCHER, on leave, introduced a bill to | 


provide for the purchase of the manuscript papers 
of the late James Madison, former President of the 


United States; which was read a first and second | 


time, by unanimous consent, 
Mr. CORWIN (on leave) introduced a joint res- 


olution to refund money to the States which have | 
supplied volunteers and furnished them transporta- 


tion, during the present war, before being mustered 


and received into the service of the United States; | 


which was read a first and second time, by unani- 


mous consent, and referred to the Committee on | 


Military Affairs. 


Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- | 


diciary, to whom had been referred the bill from 


the House for the relief of the administrators of || 


Joseph Edson, deceased, late marshal of the dis- 


trict of Vermont, reported the same without || 


amendment. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD, from the Committee on Na- 


val Affairs, to whom had been referred the bill | 


from the House for the relief of Joseph Gideon, 
reported the same without amendment. 

Mr. F., from the same committee, to whom had 
been referred the bill from the House for the relief 
of Louis C. Sartori, reported the same without 
amendment. 


Mr. F., from the same committee, to whom had | 


been referred the bill from the House for the relief 


of the widow and heirs of the late Silas Duncan, | 
deceased, reported the same without amendment, | 


and with a recommendation that it do not pass. 
ORGANIZATION OF THE TEN REGIMENTS. 


On motion by Mr. DIX, the Senate resumed the | 
consideration of the bill making provision for an | 
additional number of general officers, and for other 


purposes. . 

The question before the Senate was upon con- 
curring in the following amendment, which had 
been adopted in committee of the whole: 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That paymasters be, 
and are hereby, authorized and empowered, by and with the 
approbation of the Secretary of War, to employ one clerk 
each, ata salary not to exceed $700 per annum. 

The amendment was not concurred in; ayes 14, 
noes 18. 


Mr. DIX moved further to amend the bill by 
the addition of a section providing that the non- 
commissioned officers, musicians, and privates of 
the regiment of dragoons authorized to be raised 
by the act to raise for a limited time an additional 
military force, and for other purposes, shall receive 


the same bounty as is allowed to the non-commis- | 
sioned officers, musicians, and privates of other | 


reviments authorized to be raised by said act. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. JARNAGIN moved further to amend the | 


bill by adding a section requiring that the names 


of all additional pay masters hereafter appointed, || 
shall be submitted to the Senate for confirmation, | 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the question upon the reception of the petition 


of John A. Barry, a subject of her most gracious | 


majesty, Victoria, Queen of Great Britain, which 
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| was presented some days since by the Vice Presi- 
|| dent. 

|| favor of the reception of the petition, 

|| Mr. DAYTON also considered it a proper peti- 
| tion. 


After a few words from Mr. NILES against the 
| protraction of the debate, on motion of Mr. DA- 


the table. 

A number of bills from the House had their first 
and second readings, and were referred to the ap- 
propriate committees. 


On motion by Mr. NILES, the prior orders were 
suspended, and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
| eration, as in committee of the whole, of the bill to 
i] —- for transporting the mail of the United 
states to Oregon. 

Mr. NILES moved to amend the bill by adding 
the following: 

Provided, ‘That the departure and return of said mail may, 
at the discretion of the Postmaster General, be either from 
| Charleston, New York, Savannah, Pensacola, or New Or- 
leans, as may be deemed most consistent with the public 
interest. 

Mr. NILES explained the importance of open- 
ing a mail communication with Oregon; the com- 
merce with that territory employing five or six 
hundred vessels and forty thousand persons. 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill was 
then reported to the Senate, and, the amendment 

having been concurred in, it was ordered to be en- 

grossed for a third reading. _ 
The bill was then, by unanimous consent, read 
| a third time, and passed. 
THE THREE MILLION BILL. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill making an ap- 
|| propriation of three millions of dollars to bring the 
war with Mexico to a speedy and honorable ter- 
mination. 

Mr. EVANS said he was very well aware that 
| the special subject that was now before the Senate, 
though full of interest and importance, had become 
|| somewhat exhausted. He was not presumptuous 
enough to hope that he could impart anything of 
fresh interest, or suggest any new considerations 
to guide the judgment of the Senate in the conclu- 
/sion to which they might come; and he should, 
therefore, but for a very brief period, ask the in- 
dulgence of the Senate. The bill (said Mr. E.) 
_ which is before us comes recommended by the very 
|| highest counsels; it professes to aim at peace— 
peace, so much desired by the country, so much 
desired by everybody. We are at war; we have 
a war upon our hands, with all its attendant evils; 
and we desire peace; hence any and every measure 
which promises peace, however remote, cannot but 
| attract our attention and regard. Sir, 1 am desirous 
| of peace, and therefore I consider that every meas- 
ure which may be proposed here, from any quarter, 

which holds out reasonable prospects of a peace 
| upon just pene -S peace which may be endu- 
| ring—a peace which shall not bring discord among 
| ourselves, as being certainly entitled to our highest 
| consideration. But, at the same time, sir, I cannot 
_ regard this bill in that favorable light. I cannot and 
shall not give itmy support in its present form. Ido 
| not think that it is suited to the objects which we 
have in view; I see no reason to believe that it will 
accomplish them. Why, sir, we are told every 
day that whatever occurs here, whatever word is 
uttered here, almost whatever sentiment is enter- 
tained here, is known to the Government of the 
‘| nation with whom we are at war. We are remind- 
ed of the haughty spirit which they have inherited; 
' we are told that the old Castilian blood runs in 
their veins. Now, let me put this question: Shall 
| we approach such a people, and say to them that 
we propose, in the first place, a vigorous prosecu- 
|| tion of this war, which is to bring them to sub- 
|| mission to us, to lay them prostrate at our feet, to 

force a treaty of peace upon them; and, in order 
| to cover up our true designs, and to save ourselves 
from the imputation of prosecuting the war with a 
view to conquest, t) exonerate ourselves in the 
| eyes of the world, we disavow our real purpose; 
we deny that we are desirous of possessing their 
territory, or that we wish to dismember their em- 
pire; we say we must have an indemnity for the 
expenses of the war, but, to reconcile the judg- 
|| ment of the world to our proceedings, we will go 

through the form of paying money? 
| Now, sir, does anybody believe that the Gov- 


| IS, the motion to receive the petition was laid on 
| 
| 








| Mr. HUNTINGTON made some remarks in || 





_ Feb. 23 


= — 
{| 


'| ernment of Mexico and the public men of Mexico 
|| (if they are what they have been described to be 
will for one moment listen to such a Proposition ? 
| Sir, will it not rouse them, will it not give them 
| new incentives to continue hostilities, and to @sigt 
|| as long as they may the incursions and the cop. 
| quests which we may attempt to make?, Let it 
1 not be said—as I believe it was by the chairman 
| of the Committee on Foreign Relations—that the 
Senate has heretofore passed its judgment in fayor 
of this measure. Far from it—very far from it 
j The bill which was proposed last session was very 
|| different in its character, very different in its ob. 
| jects from the present bill. If we are to take the 
|, exposition of the honorable chairman of the Com. 
_mittee on Foreign Relations, he tells us, most 
| frankly and distinctly, that the purpose of this bil] 
| is not to settle the question of controverted bound. 
| ary, but that it is to obtain new territory—territo 
|, to which we have no present right, to be paid for 
|| by the appropriation which it asks. Was such 
| the bill of the last session? Was this avowed to 
| be the purpose of the resolution of last session? 
'| Let it be remarked that no discussion took place 
} upon the bill that was reported in this body, 
|| Whatever was said upon the subject of appropria- 
ting money for the purpose of obtaining peace, 
was said in executive session, and was sai upon 
the resolution introduced by the then chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, which rego. 
lution was very different from the resolution which 
passed the Senate. It is quite true, sir, that the 
President at the last session transmitted to the 
Senate, in executive session, a proposition for an 
appropriation of two millions of dollars very much 
| in the form in which this bill stands. The Com- 
} mittee on Foreign Relations brought in their reso- 
|| lution approving the proposition, and pledging 
|| themselves to grant the money. This resolution 
} 
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did not receive the sanction of the Senate: it did 
not pass. It was in this resolution that whatever 
declaration was made touching the acquisition of 
territory was contained. But, sir, the Senate 
recommitted that resolution, and the resolution 
which finally passed was brought in as a sub- 
stitute for the one which had been originally 
reported. Those resolutions were very different 
in their character. The resolution of last ses- 
sion described its purposes. It was for the pur- 
pose of obtaining a treaty upon limits and bound- 
aries, and not for the acquisition of new territory; 
| that was eer excluded, carefully kept out of 
| sight. The bill which was brought in was a bill 
| framed upon this resolution, and recited in several 
|| preambles, or a preamble of several clauses, the 
| purpose for which the money was to be granted, 
and the inducements for granting it. It recited, 
that whereas a war existed which it was desired 
should be terminated; that whereas, among the 
subjects of controversy between the two nations 
was one of boundary; and whereas this Govern- 
ment had given assurances to Mexico of their 
readiness to treat on the question of boundary up- 
on liberal terms, and to regulate the rights and the 
mutual interests of the two nations: therefore, if 
the President might effect a treaty of this kind, and 
to the accomplishment of it money was necessary 
| after the treaty should be txecuted, and after its 
| ratification by Mexico—if the treaty called for an 
} expenditure of money, the sum of two millions 
| 


was to be granted to meet such expenditure. Were 
these like the terms of the present proposition? 
| Certainly not. Every dollar of this appropriation 
| would be expended long before the ratification of 
|| a treaty. 
| The honorable chairman of the Committee on 
| Foreign Relations is clearly in error in saying there 
| is no difference between the propositions. I think 
there is a very wide difference. It so happens that 
the resolution which passed the Senate was drafted 
by myself, and it was proposed as a substitute for 
a resolution that I could not vote for. The bill 
that was reported was drafted also by myself, 
somewhat (though slightly) altefed by the commit- 
| tee in the phraseology of the preamble. We were 
| strongly recommended, as I stated the other day, 
| to report such a bill as the committee have now 
reported. But I believe every one will admit that 
| such a bill could not ; and it was put in the 
shape in which it finally. , for the purpose 
of excluding every idea of the isition of terri 
tory, and confining it to a settlement of limits 
boundaries. And, sir, we were willing to vote for 
a bill upon this principle, for these reasons, and 
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